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FEATURED in this issue... 


Joun v. Kent is a well-known technical writer 
and reporter in Washington, D. C. On page 3 he presents 
Something New In Washington, an article which gives us 
a different slant on how our Government is being operated 
these days. We think you'll like it. We do. 


os 


As counset for the Senate Committee on Foreign 
Relations, Julius N. Cahn has first-hand knowledge of his 
subject through extensive travel abroad and through his 
vantage seat in Washington. His article, Warfare—Com- 
munist Style, is “must” reading for those who would know 
the nature of the enemy we are facing. The task ahead is 
a colossal one, but by no means hopeless. We can best this 
enemy, says Mr. Cahn, through a four-pronged program of 
“superior fire-power, superior brain-power, superior will- 
power and superior soul-power.” And our great strength, 
he adds, “is a spiritual strength, because our cause is a 
spiritual cause which we are waging against the principali- 
ties of evil.” 


& 


Tue EISENHOWER ADMINISTRATION promised to 
rid our Government of the “security risks” which had found 
sanctuary there during the 20 years of the Roosevelt and 
Truman administrations. On the opposite page Congress- 
man Ralph W. Gwinn (R.-N. Y.) tells us how well that 
program is being carried out. The job, to be sure, is not 
yet finished. But Washington is a better place and our 
country is more secure, because of the housecleaning of the 
past year and a half. Don’t fail to read Sweeping Commu- 
nists From the U. S. Payroll. 


& 


Many or us Never KNEW, and most of the rest 
of us have forgotten, what went on in 1934, when a distin- 
guished educator sacrificed his job and his life to tell the 
truth. The Tragedy of Dr. William Wirt tells the story of 
a great martyr who was forsaken by the very men who 
should have rallied to his defense. 


& 


WHAT YOU CAN DO... 


1. It is not one minute too soon to fire the opening shots 
to save America from the pitfalls of World Government. 
A concerted effort is to be made to amend or re-draft the 
United Nations Charter in order to convert this Tower of 
Babel into a Super State. This is scheduled for 1955, and 
it will be too late after it has happened. Discuss the 
matter with your friends. Enlist your local newspapers in 
the fight against the proposal. Write your Senators and 
Congressmen, and even the State Department. Leave no 
stone unturned to save America from this peril. See page 5. 

2. Perhaps you are a member of the American Association 
of University Women. If so, you probably have been sur- 
prised at some of the things being carried on in the name 
of the AAUW. Don’t resign. Stay on and help to expose 
the leftist, “liberal,” anti-anti-Communist policies. Help to 
recapture this potentially great organization from those 
misguided souls who have seized the reins, and lead it back 
to the right track. See page 13. 
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Washington. For a time in the late 1930's, 
the commies ran their own informal em- 


ployment bureau in Washington, through 
SWEEPING COMMUNISTS which only approved Reds could qualify 


for positions in the newly developing 


“emergency” agencies. In 1943 President 
FROM THE U. Ss. PAYROLL Roosevelt decreed that Communist affilia- 


By HON. RALPH W. GWINN 


Representative to Congress From New York 


tion did not disqualify a person for a 
commission in the U. 8S. Army, or for 
a radio operator’s post in the wartime 
U. S. Merchant Marine. 

The full extent of Communist employ- 
ment in the Federal structure under 








all department heads to weed out every Commu- 

nist and fellow-traveler security risk in the 
Federal establishment has produced at last a real 
house-cleaning in Washington. The ensuing revela- 
tions of Kremlin penetration during the New Deal 
years have shocked the conscience not only of America, 
but the world. All modern history does not carry a 
comparable story of crass national] betrayal. 


Pratt departs EISENHOWER’S firm directive to 


During the last 10 months no less than 2,429 secur- 
ity risks were separated from the Government rolls 
in 41 different agencies. So rapidly is the clean-up 
progressing that the U. 8. Civil Service Commission, 
directing the disinfecting operation, now has set 
June 30, 1954, as the final target date for the com- 
pletion of the personnel survey. 

Another six months will be re- 


Roosevelt and Truman probably never 
will be known, for the Truman years 
(1945-52) saw the official White House 
shield of legal protection thrown about the entire 
Kremlin network in Washington, by virtue of which 
thousands of Reds and “wobblies” were enabled to 
transfer with unblemished records to private employ- 
ment. As they left the Federal service, their personnel 
records were lost or destroyed by the phony depart- 
mental “loyalty boards” set up by Truman in 1947, The 
Eisenhower house-cleaning, which began in earnest 
last May, has reached only those risks inherited from 
the New and Fair Deals, 

Fully alive to the threat of subversion and betrayal 
at the moment of his inauguration in January, 1953, 
President Eisenhower stated forcefully in his first 
State-of-the-Union message, February 2, 1953: “The 
safety of America and the trust of the people alike 
demind that the personnel of 





quired to execute judgments 
and hear appeals. 

The maggoty core of New 
Dealism is revealed in the fact 
that during the first 10 months 
of the Eisenhower security 
clean-up, total dismissals in all 
departments were 1,076. An- 
other 1,353 persons resigned 
while still under investigation. 
No less than 194 of the person- 
nel files now closed carried 
material relating to sexual per- 
version, and 605 documented 
conviction for felonies or mis- 
demeanors. 

President Franklin D. Roose- 
velt gave Communism the 
green light in all Government 
departments early in 1933. In 
several instances now docu- 
mented in the official records, 
trained Communists were 
smuggled in from Europe to 


the Federal Government be 
loyal in their motives and re- 
liable in the discharge of their 
duties. Only a combination of 
both loyalty and _ reliability 
promises genuine security .. . 
The heads of all executive de- 
partments and agencies have 
been instructed to initiate at 
once effective programs with 
respect to their personnel . . .” 

As soon as the machinery 
could be devised, a Govern- 
ment-wide loyalty review pro-- 
gram was established by 
presidential Executive Order 
No. 10,450, April 27, 1953, ef- 
fective May 28, 1953. This 
executive order for the first 
time in history set forth the 
specific criteria by which se- 
curity risks were to be judged. 
Among the categories of risks 
ordered out of Government 





forthwith were those guilty of 


take key Government jobs in Congressman Ralph W. Gwinn “any criminal, infamous, dis- 
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honest, immoral, or notoriously disgraceful conduct, 
habitual use of intoxicants to excess, drug addiction, 
or sexual perversion.” To catch a large group of par- 
lor pinks never formally identified with the Communist 
Party, the Eisenhower order also threw the net over 
those found to be in “sympathetic association with 
any foreign or domestic organization, association, 
movement, group or combination of persons which 
seeks to alter the form of the government of the United 
States by unconstitutional means.” 

This language closed the big escape hatch which so 
cleverly had been provided by the Truman loyalty or- 
ders of 1947-50, which required active Communist affil- 
iation, or an overt act of betrayal or subversion, as 
grounds for dismissal. Under this protective arrange- 
ment, many known traitors were kept in their sensitive 
jobs as long as two years, while their loyalty trials 
were in process of appeal. 

The Eisenhower order got to the nub of underground 
Communism in Washington by specifying “sympa- 
thetic association” with revolutionary causes or groups 
as the prima facie mark of a security risk. 

The difference between the Truman and Eisenhower 
orders is simply stated. Truman did not regard Com- 
munism in Washington as a threat to American insti- 
tutions. His red-herring policy said in effect, never 
touch a Communist until you catch him in the act 
of dynamiting the bridge, or stealing atomic secrets. 
The Eisenhower order, on the other hand, said that 
anyone judged to be in“sympathetic association” with 
revolutionary groups was automatically disqualified 
for Federal service, at whatever level. In short, Tru- 
man sought to protect the “wobblies.” Eisenhower 
branded them as a living menace to national security 
and ordered them fired. Then it was that things 
really began to move in the Communist house-cleaning 
in Washington. 

Between May 28, 1953, and January 1, 1954, the 
Civil Service Commission initiated 167,617 personnel 
investigations under Eisenhower’s Executive Order No. 
10,450. In addition, it completed 5,717 full field inves- 
tigations for top sensitive positions. Beyond all this, 
the hiring agencies themselves had opened 26,032 field 
investigations of sensitive positions, without reference 
to the Civil Service Commission or the Department 
of Justice. Civil Service now reports that all of these 
investigations will be completed and adjudicated by 
the end of 1954, 

To date, only the Department of Defense has been 
unable to make a full and complete report on dis- 
missals and voluntary resignations under the Eisen- 
hower security program, Incomplete returns from the 
Defense Department give these figures: Air Force, 75 
dismissals and 114 resignations during investigation: 
Army, 91 dismissals and 128 resignations during in- 
vestigation; Navy, 135 dismissals and 100 resignations 
during investigation, There was also one dismissal 
and one resignation while under investigation in the 
Office of the Secretary of Defense. 

Combining the sub-totals for the Defense Depart- 
ment, the still incomplete figures show 302 dismissals 
and 343 resignations while under investigation—all for 
the period May 28, 1953, through March 2, 1954. These 
645 security risks, who now are out of the Defense 
establishment, were but a small part of the original 
crop of Truman’s red herring, as turned over to the 
new Administration in January, 1953, by Mrs. Anne 
Rosenberg, Under-Secretary of Defense for Manpower 
under Truman. 

The State Department reported only five dismissals, 
but also 112 resignations under investigation, with 49 
of its personnel files offering material relating to sex- 
ual perversion. This was the leading department in 


NATIONAL REPUBLIC 








President Eisenhower Undertook the Herculean Task of 
Cleaning Up the Mess He Inherited in Washington. 


this particular category, with the Central Intelligence 
Agency ranking second, with 31 cases in the same 
class. But C.I.A, had only one dismissal and 47 res- 
ignations under investigation in all security categories. 

The Department of Agriculture reported 31 security 
dismissals and 41 resignations under investigation, but 
only four were in the perversion group. 

The Foreign Operations Administration, an off- 
shoot of the old Truman-Acheson State Department, 
reported 164 dismissals and 19 resignations under in- 
vestigation, including 15 in the sex category. 

The General Service Administration, the property 
management and procurement agency for all the civil 
functions of Government, reported 100 security dismis- 
sals and 50 resignations during investigation. 

The Veterans Administration had 92 dismissals and 
210 resignations, with 21 perversion cases. 

The National Labor Relations Board gave up six 
security risks by the dismissal route and four by resig- 
nation. By coincidence, the count for the Government 
Printing Office was exactly the same. 

The Department of Health, Education, and Welfare 
showed 11 dismissals and 67 resignations, including 
12 sex cases. 

The Housing and Home Finance Agency yielded 
four dismissals and 19 resignations, including five in 
the perversion category. 

The Interior Department had 29 dismissals and 88 
resignations for all classes; Justice, 53 and 103; Labor, 
two and 15; Library of Congress, none and two; Na- 
tional Advisory Committee for Aeronautics, five and 
12; National Science Foundation, none and one; Post 
Office, 180 and 104; Railroad Retirement Board, one 
and two; Selective Service Administration, one and 
three; Treasury, 39 and 13; Tennessee Valley Author- 
ity, none and five; White House offices, one and none; 
Atomic Energy Commission, none and one; Commerce 
Department, 29 and 36; Federal Civil Defense Admin- 
istration, three and four; Federal Communications 
Commission, one and none. 

It is unlikely that history will be able to measure 
in our time the full range and scope of decadence and 
corruption spawned and nurtured by New Deal Com- 
munism in Washington. But there is great solace for 
patriots in the fact that the Eisenhower Administra- 
tion already has made a determined and effective be- 
ginning at cleaning out the whole frightful mess. For 
that accomplishment, it has won public confidence. 











SOMETHING NEW 
IN WASHINGTON 


By JOHN L. KENT 








T’S A NEW kind of Washington you'll see when you 
next come to visit the Capital City or have occasion 
to de business with Uncle Sam at his headquarters 

on the Potomac. 

The parking problem, of course, will be just as bad 
as during your last visit. You'll again be warned by 
the police not to leave any valuables in your car. 
Washington, with six different police departments and 
the highest per capita crime rate of any U. S. city, 
is the most over-policed and under-protected city in 
the country. You'll find no change in this respect. 

But you'll find an amazing change in the govern- 
ment offices which dot the wide avenues of Wash- 
ington. 

Unfortunately, a lot of the changes have not been 
reported by Washington correspondents because they 
are not considered “dramatic.” 

After a little observation, you'll discover three im- 
portant facts: (1) God has returned to Washington; 
(2) patriotism is no longer apologized for; and (3) 
efficiency and economy are being practiced. 

The papers had printed many Washington stories 
about the last item—efliciency and economy—but al- 
most completely ignored the more important two, 

To see one important change in government, let’s 
eavesdrop on a Cabinet meeting at the White House. 

It is just 10 in the morning when two guards open 
the doors of the Cabinet Room. The Secretaries of 
Health, Education and Welfare; State; Defense; 
Treasury; Commerce; Interior; and Labor; and the 
Attorney General and the Postmaster General, file in. 
They sit down around a big table. 

A minute later the President walks in through an- 
other door. They all rise and remain standing. The 
Secretary of Agriculture, Ezra Taft Benson, speaks: 

“Let us pray.” 

As the assembled Cabinet members bow their heads, 
he offers a prayer seeking Divine guidance. This White 
House prayer is one of the biggest changes in Wash- 
ington. 

The prayer is an expression of the religious feeling 
of the American people. Last year Secretary Benson 
asked rural Americans for ideas useful to the Nation. 

Many said we were in need of more spiritual help. 
The Agriculture Secretary reported this to the Presi- 
dent and a precedent was set. 

The opening prayer is only one indication of the 
change in government. The talks and addresses of 
officials reveal that they are God-fearing men and 
women. Their talks, and the talks of many govern- 
ment officials during the past 20 years are as different 
as day and night. 

Just listen to the next few paragraphs taken from 
a talk given by Secretary Benson: 

“T love this Nation. It is my firm belief that the 
God of Heaven raised up the Founding Fathers and 
inspired them to establish the Constitution of this 
land. This is part of my religious faith. To me this 
is not just another nation. It is a great and glorious 


Nation with a Divine mission to perform for liberty- 
loving people everywhere. 

“Therefore, our first great challenge is to keep 
America strong—strong economically, socially, and 
above all, spiritually. There is no other way. Only 
in this course is there safety for our Nation. 

“T pray God that no act of mine or program [ shall 
ever advocate will in the slightest weaken this Nation 
in the accomplishment of what I believe is a God- 
given mandate. 

“What of the relationship of man to government? 
The supreme test of any government policy, agricul- 
tural or other, should be, ‘How will it affect the char- 
acter, morale, and well-being of the people?’ We need 
—the world needs—a strong America in the critical 
years ahead. 

“Freedom is a God-given, eternal principle, vouch- 
safed to us under the Constitution, It must be con- 
tinually guarded as something more precious than life 
itself. It is doubtful if any man can be politically 
free who depends upon the State for sustenance. A 
completely planned and subsidized economy weakens 
initiative, discourages industry, destroys character, 
and demoralizes the people.” 

And listen to this from 
marks: 

“This Nation has been built upon spiritual values— 
great Christian principles embodied in the Gospel. As 
a Nation we need the refining and sustaining influ- 
ences which come from obedience to divine law. With- 
out such blessings, the future of the Nation is inse- 
cure.” 

These parts of the speech were not reported in full 
by the press. Instead, the papers speculated on what 
Benson’s statement on subsidies may mean to price 
support plans of the government. 

In reports of other talks of Benson’s and of other 
officials, the press has done the same thing over and 
over—reported the minor issues, especially if it looked 
as if a conflict was brewing between the speaker and 
anyone else—the President, Congress or other officials. 

Washington correspondents see everything in “black- 
and-white”’—and judge most things in the light of 
party politics, But the changes under way in Wash- 


Benson’s concluding re- 




















United Press Photo 
Secretary Benson: “Let Us Pray.” 








ington are not solely due to the Republicans. 
Democratic Congressmen are helping get the govern- 
ment on the right track. 

In the executive departments, many top jobs are 
held by career officials who are Democrats. They are 
helping along wholeheartedly. Another thing. Just 
as the Democrats had appointed many Republicans 
to government posts during the past 20 years, the 
Republicans are appointing Democrats. So it isn’t 
merely a question of politics. 

Although spurred by the election of a Republican 
Administration, the clean-up in the Federal Govern- 
ment is a bi-partisan undertaking. 

Unbiased observers feel that a clean-up was on the 
way anyway. They point to the great number of 
Hoover Commission recommendations on efficiency in 
government which the Democratic administration had 
put into effect. 

The big news in Washington, which many corre- 
spondents have yet to learn, is that we are now in 
the opening stages of a great American counter-revo- 
lution. This is a return swing of the pendulum which 
has gone to the left as far as it could, and must now 
go in the opposite direction. No man in Washington, 
no group of men in the country, no political party, 
can stop this swing. It is an inexorable movement 
to conservatism and all the things generally asso- 
ciated with it. 

The return to religion by the government is only 
one sign. Another is the current interest in our own 
affairs after the several excursions during the past 
few years into the field of global charity. 

The current anti-Communist drive is an example 
of the return to patriotism. The trials of Alger Hiss, 
William Remington, Judith Coplon, the Rosenbergs, 
and others, are only the beginning. Congressional 
investigations are uncovering other traitors who will 
eventually be brought to justice. 

Economy in government has been shown to be some- 
thing more than a catch-word to be shouted at election 
time and sneered at in government practice. Every 
department is now under orders to trim its operations. 

The top officials are setting a g@od example. Lower 
career employees give full value in return for their 
pay when they see their bosses keeping full office hours. 

The “coffee break,” for example, has lost its charm. 
It was observed religiously in all government offices 
at 10 in the morning and three in the afternoon. 

The falling out of love with coffee began on orders 
in several agencies, but other government employees 
quickly followed the pattern without an official direc- 
tive. Cafeteria managers in government buildings re- 
port that the mid-morning and mid-afternoon snack 
by employees has almost become a thing of the past. 

The cafeteria company, which operates all Wash- 
ington government snack bars, cafeterias and restau- 
rants, reported selling one-third less coffee during the 
first six months of 1953 than during the same period 
the previous year. 

Even the stores and barber shops close to govern- 
ment buildings report a falling off in business during 
the regular working hours. 

The government girl no longer leaves her desk in 
the early afternoon to do some shcpping. Her boss 
comes back from lunch promptly at 1 or 1:30, and 
he doesn’t stop by the barber shop. Neither does he 
ride out to the better residential areas to eat in his 
favorite restaurant and spend two leisurely hours in 
the process. 

All this religious, moral, and patriotic resurgence 
is evidence that Washington officials are pursuing a 
philosophy of government that comes straight from 
the Founding Fathers. 


Many 





United Press Photo 

President Eisenhower and Secretary Benson Meet at the 

Agriculture Department’s Experimental Center at Belts- 
ville, Md. 


Secretary of Commerce Sinclair Weeks gave 
highlights of this philosophy in a recent talk: 
“We believe in competitive private enterprise. 

“We believe in opportunity and incentive for am- 
bition. 

“We believe in the rise from shirt sleeves to honest 
riches. 

“We believe in aid to victims of adversity. 

“We believe in collective bargaining, economic se- 
curity, civil rights and good-will to all Americans. 

“We believe that the spirit of America is best ex- 
pressed in compliance with a universal moral law and 
is striving to obey the will of Providence.” 

He admitted that “phony intellectuals and soured 
radicals” would call this philosophy and ideas 
“corny.” But this faith created America’s matchless 
national wealth, he told his audience. 

“This faith, applied by up-to-date tools of modern 
conditions, can do the job America wants done.” 

And, he added, this faith of our fathers will survive 
long after the Iron Curtain is a rusted ruin and the 
nightmare of Communism has been erased from the 
dreams of all mankind. 

Yes, there is something new in Washington, and 
it’s good to see. Old-timers in the Nation’s Capital 
can’t recall anything quite like it. 


United Press Photo 
Secretary Weeks: “We Believe in Competitive Private 
Enterprise.” 

















FROM THE FRYING PAN 


INTO THE FIRE 


By IRA E. BENNETT 


Former Editor, The Washington Post 


means what it says. We have got 
to show that such a federation would 
not necessarily be dominated by the 
U.S.A.; that standards of living in 
the under-developed areas would, in- 
deed, rise. In short, that the nucleus 
world federation is a bona fide prop- 
osition and one which the Kremlin 
would find it difficult to convince its 
subjects that they would do well to 
keep out of. Nothing less than this 
will enable us to win the cold war.” 


In his proposed “trading with the 





enemy,” this One Worlder is right, in- 





HE UNITED NATIONS will be 10 years old next 
"T yesr In many nations enthusiastic devotees of 

world peace are at work, hoping to bring about 
amendments of the U.N. Charter which will make 
it a world government, or go a long way toward that 
goal. They are blissfully unaware of the fact that the 
provision contemplating a conference for charter 
amendments at the end of 10 years does not affect 
the power of the Soviet Union to veto any proposed 
amendment. They are as if they came from the myth- 
ical paradises of Crackpottia, Pandelusia, Globalia, 
Hypnosia, Foggy Bottom and Cloud-Cuckooland. 
Nothing from them indicates that they have read the 
Charter—but they know what they want! 

Perhaps the most influential world-builders will 
come, however, from the ranks of the Parliamentary 
Group for World Government, whose address is House 
of Commons, London, 8.W. 1, and who intend to merge 
their plans with those of the United World Federal- 
ists. This group has held two conferences, and has 
adopted two reports embodying “PLAN A” and 
“PLAN B” for the amendment of the U.N. Charter. 

An example of the stratospheric vision of this group 
is furnished by Julian Snow, M.P., a member of the 
committee which adopted Plans A and B. In an 
article in the European and Atlantic Digest, he fore- 
sees all: 


“Nothing less than World Government will 

make the abolition of war possible. In the more 
developed parts of the world, war is loathed and 
feared as the major evil of the century and any- 
thing that will make it impossible should, there- 
fore, gain support. Until war, or the preparation 
for and the threat of war on the scale we have at 
present, is abolished, there can be small ground 
for believing that famine and disease, which are 
the major evils in the less developed parts of the 
world, will be substantially alleviated .. . I men- 
tion these first principles because they show that 
World Government supporters are interested in 
remedies and not palliatives. And, let us make no 
mistake, the remedy is World Government . 
It would appear that there are already some people 
in the world who are thinking in global terms. 
Can it be that we in the West are being rather 
provincial? 

“This brings us to the final question. What 
about Russia? Marxist-Leninist doctrine holds 
that the movement for the abolition or weakening 
of national sovereignty is a device to aid Ameri- 
can expansion. Nothing is likely to alter that 


theory until there is a concrete fact to disprove it. 
If Russia will not come into a World Federation 
—and there is no reason to believe that it will at 
the present time—then we in the rest of the world 
have got to federate and show that democracy 





deed, when he insists that world federa- 

tion is a “bona fide proposition.” To 
prove it he offers two plans, either of which is bona 
fide. Bear in mind that these plans have been care- 
fully worked out by the pundits of the Parliamentary 
Group for World Government—men who are supposed 
to know constitutions and the making of laws. 

Plan A is a complete recipe for transforming the 
United Nations Organization into a world government. 
It calls for the membership of all nations. Once a 
member, no nation can withdraw. The new govern- 
ment will consist of a legislature, an executive council, 
a judiciary, a world arbitral tribunal, a world police 
force in charge of enforcing universal disarmament, 
and a codifying council to develop international law 
to be applied to individuals as well as nations. All 
persons in the world shall be citizens of the United 
Nations, subject to its laws and protected by a U.N. 
bill of rights enforced by the world court. 


Plan B is more modest. It embraces proposals 
“which would remove the more evident imperfections 
of the Charter” and introduce “elements which could 
be developed by practice and by progressive amend- 
ments into a world federation of states subject to 
universal laws.” The report stresses the idea that 
Plan B, “though falling far short of what is needed 
to establish and maintain law and order in the world, 
is yet a politically possible step in that direction and 
could, and probably would, lead to the eventual accept- 
ance of a world constitution, which is the subject dealt 
with in the report on Plan A.” 


What are the amendments to the Charter which 
would help to transform the U.N. into a world gov- 
ernment? “No redrafting of the Charter has been 


——_—? 


BEWARE OF 1955! 


Few Americans today are aware of the catas- 
trophe that may befall their hard-won freedoms 
next year if, through the revision of the U.N. 
Charter, that organization is converted into a world 
government. 

For example, it is recommended that “every 
person in the world should be a citizen of the 
United Nations,” and it is further added that “this 
provision is designed to ensure that international 
law can be enforced by the organs of the United 
Nations against individuals who would be pre- 
cluded from sheltering behind national allegiance.”’ 
In other words, every American would overnight 
be subject to law written, interpreted and enforced 
by aliens—and there would be no redress, 

Is it not time for us to withdraw from the 
United Nations while we still have that privilege? 
The hour is very late. 


saint 
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attempted,” says the report 


su 


merely a few changes are 
Among them are these. 

. Amend Article 4 so that the U.N. shall be open 
to all states that accept the Charter; no state may 


secede. 


gested, 


l 


2. Let the world court define what is a state. 

3. Make the Assembly bicameral, relating one to 
weighted voting and the other to economic or popu- 
lation factors. 

t. Give the Assembly power to enact expanded in- 
ternational law as worked out by a Codifying Council. 

5. Strengthen UNESCO by giving it ampler powers 
and means for developing backward areas, 

6. Entrust interpretations of the Charter to the 
world court. 

7. Amend the court’s statute to give it criminal 
jurisdiction over any individual accused of violating 
international law. 

With these few “minor” changes the Parliamentary 
Group would expect prompt evolution of the U.N, into 
the world government as outlined in Plan A. So, as- 
suming that the member states will readily agree to 
submerge their identity and independence, let us exam- 
ine a little more closely the world government that is 
to emerge. In presenting Plan A the group reports: 
“The recommendations involve substantial amendment 
of the U.N. Charter designed to produce a genuine 
and, we believe, workable scheme of world government 
to replace the present international anarchy. We do 
not claim to have produced a perfect scheme. We have 
had regard to present international stresses, suspicions 
and prejudices. We have sought to avoid such pro- 
posals as would be likely to prevent the adherence of 
any nation, even though they might be inherently de- 
sirable in the ideal world.” 

Regarding membership in the new world state, the 
report says: “Every nation should be urged to join. 
Once membership has been accepted, continued mem- 
bership should be compulsory. There must be no right 
of secession. We have rejected the idea of compulsory 
initial adherence, since this might well involve war. 
On the other hand, to allow a right of secession would 
be to permit states to be judges in their own disputes.” 

Marvelous! These seers have thought of everything! 

What of the new Congress of the World? “A world 
legislature should be constituted,” says the report, 
“with the following powers: (a) unlimited power of 
debate on all matters in which any organ of world 
government, whether voluntary or constituted by the 
Charter, is concerned; (b) power to raise revenue for 
U.N. purposes; (c) power to enact legislation strictly 
confined to matters directly concerned with and nec- 
essary for the preservation of peace; (d) power to 
elect and dismiss the executive council or any indi- 
vidual member thereof.” 

There you are! In a nutshell smaller than the article 
creating the U. S. Congress in our Constitution, the 
world is shown how to win peace, It is by means 
of unlimited debate. “We attach particular import- 
ance to the right to debate,” says the report in a note; 
“it is a method of bringing to bear the pressure of 
public opinion. To give initially wider powers than 
are concerned with and are strictly necessary for the 
preservation of peace is to invite the refusal to par- 
ticipate of many important nations.” Of course, that 
would be a fatal mistake, in view of the fact that the 
proposed new charter would not compel all nations to 
join the organization. 

With regard to the power to raise revenue the re- 
port notes: “We have been strongly attracted by a 
suggestion that taxation should be levied by the U.N. 
on individual citizens.” But it was concluded that 
taxation is a peculiarly “domestic” matter. Taxes for 
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the U.N., therefore, should be levied “proportionately 
to national income in a manner to be determined by 
such state for itself.” 

The U.N. Congress would consist of two chambers. 
“We favor a bicameral system first,” says the report, 
“because it gives additional constitutional weight to 
the individual states, and secondly, because subsequent 
amendment may give greater legislative power. 

“The upper chamber should consist of one represen- 
tative of each state appointed in a manner to be deter- 
mined by that state. This provides continuity with 
the present General Assembly. It would also tend to 
secure the representation of some valuable men and 
women who were not willing to submit themselves 
to popular suffrage.” 

Yes, it would be a shame to exclude men and women 
merely because the people repudiated them! 

(See From tHe Frying Pan INTO THe Fire, Page 31) 
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WARFARE-- 
COMMUNIST STYLE 


By JULIUS N. CAHN 
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“WAR OF THE WORLDS” is raging. It has 
been raging since November 7, 1917, when there 
occurred the most disastrous single event of the 
20th Century. The event was the Communist counter- 
revolution which overthrew the Kerensky regime 
which, in March, had succeeded Czarist rule in Russia. 

From the day of the counter-revolution, unremitting 
war has raged between the Communist world and the 
non-Communist world, Actually, the war had been 
declared a century before when the Communist Man- 
ifesto of 1848 signalized the formal opening of the 
Communist onslaught. However, when Communism 
established its foothold in Russia in 1917, it attained 
a military base from which to intensify its hostilities. 
Unfortunately, the world did not clearly perceive the 
basic facts of the onslaught: 

(1) It did not recognize the grim implications of 
the ultimatum hurled by Karl Marx and Friedrich 
Engels in 1848. 

(2) It did not understand how the chain of con- 
spiracy throughout the remainder of the 19th Century 
and in the forepart of the 20th Century was leading 
to Communist seizure of a powerful base somewhere 
in Europe. 

(3) Once that 


base had, unfortunately, fallen to 


Communism, the world did not recognize that Russia 
was irrevocably committed to continuing and spear- 
heading 
world. 
It is small wonder, therefore, that this war has gone 
We have scarcely and only 
in 


the violent destruction of the of the 


rest 


so badly for our side. 


belatedly recognized that we were even engaged 


such a war. The other side 
world Communism — knew it 4 - n 
very well, however. That is 


why, in 37 years, it has so suc- 
cessfully expanded its tyranny 
over one-third of the world’s 
peoples, spread over one-fourth 
of the world’s land surface. 
This is faster conquest over a 
larger area than has_ been 
achieved at any time by any 
other force in history. 

When Communist guns 
roared on Heartbreak Hill and 
Porkchop Ridge and 140,000 
brave American boys fell in de- 
fense of Korea, including over 
30,000 dead, we knew at last 
that this was war. But the 
actions which had led to Korea 
and which have followed after 
the so-called “truce” — were 
also war—a new type of war. 

To the Communist, war is 
If 
non- 


continuous; it never ends. 
fighting “stops,” 


violent 








Chase Ltd., Photo 
Julius N. Cahn 


7 


violent fighting starts. Indeed, it continues because 
Communist war moves effortless in continuous grad- 
uations. Communism is perpetually on the attack 
against its enemies—at one stage, with words inside 
a parliament, at another stage, outside, with an assas- 
sin’s bullet or a general strike, or with printed words 
in magazines and newspapers, or with resolutions by 
front organizations, or with bloody civil war. 

I have seen the Communist assault in over 20 coun- 
tries and even more cities—in East Berlin, in Guate- 
mala, in Georgetown, British Guiana, in Algiers, in 
Vienna. Wherever I have gone, I have seen the pattern 
of the new type of military attack. 

Communist warfare is new-style warfare with many 
old-style elements. It is a combined operation based 
upon total assault on a society. 

The concept of “total war” was brought to its orig- 
inal zenith by the Germans during World War II. 
But Communism has given new meaning to total war. 
It is a meaning of perpetual war, universal war. It is 
a war of integrated operations, based upon simul- 
taneous assault on the front and on the rear. 

Communist rear warfare is aimed at the utter dis- 
integration of society, disintegration of the will to 
resist, disintegration of every institution within so- 
ciety, government, the armed forces; labor, education, 
religion, agriculture, science. 

Communist warfare is based on the idea that you 
can destroy a country as easily or more so, from within 
as from without. You can destroy it by infiltrating 
its currency until it is more useful as wallpaper than 
as a medium of exchange. You can destroy it by indus- 
trial paralysis—by numerous strikes—which bring on 
enormous economic losses and bitter hatreds between 
classes. You can destroy it, if necessary, by resort to 
arms, by guerrilla warfare—a bleeding warfare of at- 
trition until a country’s life blood is drained in hem- 
orrhages of human life and treasure. 

Many of Communism’s foes still fail to realize that 
this total—political, military, social, psychological, 
economic warfare—is part and parcel of the new Com- 
munist military science. An expert observer, Colonel 
William Kintner, in his excellent book, The Front Is 
Everywhere, says this: 











“The failure of the military to understand the 
non-military aspects of Communists has been 
matched in non-Communist countries by an equal 
failure of political and 
civil leaders to understand 
the military aim of Com- 

munism.” . 

Not only is Communist war- 
fare an integrated military- 
political - economic - psycho- 
logical unit, but the very 
essence of many of its military 
concepts, as such, is new. Com- 
munist battle strategy and tac- 
tics have been dynamically 
evolved. Communism has tested 
its weapons, its techniques, on 
every available battleground— 
in Spain, in China, in Greece, 
in Indo-China—constantly ex- 
perimenting, revising, improv- 
ing, perfecting. 

For the non-Communist 
world to fail to perceive these 
facts is to risk suicide. The 
price of blindness in today’s 
world is blood. The price of 
ignorance of this menace is in- 
famy. 











Many of Communism’s foes have in particular been 
hypnotized by stereotyped military thinking in which 
war is fought according to a rule-book with such rules 
as govern humane warfare, decent treatment of pris- 
oners, observance of cease-fires and armistices. 

To the cold-blooded, ruthless fanatic Communists, 
these concepts mean absolutely nothing. Even when 
the attack is not waged with open violence, Commu- 
nism’ is no mere academic brain exercise, no mere 
economic theory, no mere substitute religion, no mere 
political system of ideas. Communism is a_ no- 
holds-barred, everlasting military assault. Every 
Communist Party is an organ of combat against non- 
Communist society. 

Now, let us prove the military character of Com- 
munism, Let us prove it by Communism’s aims, 
Communism’s thinking, Communism’s military compo- 
nents. 

(1) First and foremost, the aim of classical war is 
the violent destruction of the enemy forces. The aim 
of Communism is the violent destruction of the enemy 
society—of which its armed forces are but one com- 
ponent. 

In February, 1848, in the Communist Manifesto, 
Marx and Engels stated: 


“The Communists disdain to conceal their views 
and aims. They openly declare that their ends 
can be attained only by forcible overthrow of all 
existing conditions. Let the ruling classes tremble 
at the Communist revolution.” 


The Communist Party of America, in its first Con- 
stitution and Program stated: 


“The object of the class struggle which inevitably 

develops into civil war is the conquest of political 

power.” 

“Violence,” said Karl Marx, “is the midwife of every 
old society when it is pregnant with a new one.” 

The Communists in all their thinking have presumed 
an eventual military conflict between the Communist 
and non-Communist powers. 


These are the words of Lenin: 

“ . . , (T)he existence of the Soviet Republic 
side by side with imperialist states for a long time 
is unthinkable. One or the other must triumph 
in the end. And before that end supervenes, a 
series of frightful collisions between the Soviet 
Republic and the bourgeois states will be inevit- 
able.” 


? 


(2) The thinking of the leadership of Communism 
is basically military thinking. The writings of Marx, 
Engels, Lenin, and Stalin are saturated with military 
concepts. Both Marx and Engels were military schol- 
ars. Engels himself was a keen soldier—interested 
throughout his lifetime in military science. Both were 
students of revolution, of armed uprising. Both 
grasped the concept that war and civil war are not 
short in duration. In their correspondence, Marx and 
Engels are quoted: 


“We say to the workers, you have to go through 

15, 20, 50 years of civil wars and national wars, 

not merely to change your conditions, but to 

change yourself and become qualified for political 
power.” 

Both Lenin and Stalin took active part in crucial 
military struggles—Lenin, in the masterminding of 
the Petrograd rebellion of November, 1917, and in the 
Russian civil war which followed, and Stalin, particu- 
larly in World War II. Then, time after time in his 
discussions with Roosevelt and Churchill on war strat- 
egy, the crafty Stalin displayed that he was interested 
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on more than a token basis in trying to live up to 
the grandiose titles of “Generalissimo” and “Marshal.” 

But from its inception, there has been nothing ama- 
teurish about Communist war and/or revolution, Lenin 
in particular set forth classic rules for insurrections. 
Among those rules are: 


“Firstly, never play with insurrection unless you 
are fully prepared to face the consequences of your 
play Secondly, the insurrectionary career, 
once entered upon, acts with the greatest deter- 
mination and on the offensive. The defensive is the 
death of every armed uprising . . . Surprise your 


antagonists while their forces are scattering... 
In the words of Danton, the greatest master of 
revolutionary policy yet known, ‘Audacity, audac- 
ity, and more audacity.’ ” 


Much of Communist military science has been writ- 
ten by Mao Tse-tung, a skilled military theoretician. 
It is expressed in his books, On a Prolonged War, The 
Chinese Revolution and the Communist Party of 
China, and Strategic Problems of China’s Revolution- 
ary Wars. A study of these words and of the Chinese 
Red deeds is almost as requisite today as is a study 
of Russian army tactics, because Chinese guerrilla 
strategy is being made a military gospel for Commu- 
nists throughout the world. Mao’s ideas may be sum- 
med up: 

(A) You can fight and win a war with a minimum 
of material. You can fight a war with the enemy’s 
own captured arms. 

(B) You must frustrate your enemy. You must do 
what he least desires. You must fight under condi- 
tions which you choose, when you choose, and where 
you choose. You must fight him where his logistical 
problems are greatest. 

(C) You can defeat superior forces. As they ad- 
vance, you retreat. You exhaust them, fatigue them 
in an endless futile chase. As they move upon you, 
you “evaporate” your forces. Your troops scatter, dis- 
appear, disguise themselves. Meanwhile, you harass 
them, blow up their rail lines, ambush them. 

In its “Long March,” Mao’s Chinese Red army re- 
treated 6,000 miles in two years, but still it held itself 
together as a fighting force. Eventually, with Soviet 
arms and equipment, it rebounded. Meanwhile, Com- 
munism’s allies and dupes abroad caused us to aban- 
don Mao’s enemy—our proven friend—gallant General 
Chiang Kai-shek and his Nationalist army—which had 
fought so long and bled so severely in the fight both 
against Japan and against the Reds. 

Mao had envisioned and executed three stages: 

(A) Defensive, mobile warfare—in which the supe- 
rior enemy is on the offensive against you, and in 
which you retreat, gradually grinding him down, in- 
flicting losses upon him, until the front becomes sta- 
bilized. 

(B) Stalemate warfare, position warfare, in which 
you increase your strength while the sitting enemy’s 
morale deteriorates and defeatism grows. 

(C) Aggressive, mobile warfare in which you take 
the counter-offensive, then destroy the enemy. 

These are lessons which are being applied today so 
successfully by the Reds in Indo-China. They are les- 
sons which may one day be used in the Amazon jungles 
of Brazil or wherever Communist bosses feel military 
conditions are ripe. 

(3) Let us turn now to a listing of the various 
aspects of an army which are present in the interna- 
tional Communist conspiracy. 

(A) Communism is based upon military organiza- 

(See Warrare—ComMunIst Styie, Page 20) 
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HE suspension of Dr. J. Robert Oppenheimer as 

a consultant to the Atomic Energy Commission, 

pending a full investigation of the serious charges 
filed against him, came as a surprise to some people. 
But it was no surprise to those who have studied the 
career of the scientist. The only surprising thing is 
that it took so long to bring the facts to public light. 
Before looking at the Oppenheimer case on the basis of 
today’s facts, let’s turn back the pages to 1947—-seven 
long years ago. 

It was then that Walter S. Steele, editor of the 
NATIONAL REPUBLIC, testified before the House 
Un-American Activities Committee concerning the 
scientist’s brother, Dr. Frank P, Oppenheimer, him- 
self a physicist also. Mr. Steele named both Frank 


and his wife, Jackie, as active in Communist Party 
circles. Frank promptly denied the charge. He voiced 
two other denials later before finally in'1949 admitting 


that he had been a Red for three years and had been 
employed by his brother on the Los Alamos atomic 
project. He stated, however, that he had withdrawn 
from the Party before his employment on the atomic 
project. But the truth, as Mr. Steele testified, was 
that Frank Oppenheimer was at that very time—1947 
—on the faculty of the Communist California Labor 
School instructing Communists in atomic sciences. 
Physics is an exact science, and admittedly the Op- 
penheimers know and adhere to those facts. But is 
there not reason to wonder whether these two broth- 
ers are not a bit careless with other facts? 

At the time Mr. Steele testified about Frank Oppen- 
heimer, the Government had a thick file on the Com- 
munist activities of Robert Oppenheimer, then head 
of the Alamos Atomic Installation. Why were not the 
charges aired then? Why was there a delay of seven 
years? Is this one more scandal that can be laid on 
the door-step of the Truman Administration? Those 
are questions that should be answered, since it is 
known that J. Edgar Hoover of the FBI submitted 
a report on the scientist to President Truman in 
March, 1947. After all, this is a matter that involves 
the security of the Nation and the lives of some 160 
million people. In fact, the very existence of the free 
world is at stake. 


A.E.C. Letter Lists Charges 


The letter to Dr. J. Robert Oppenheimer from Major 
General K. D. Nichols, general manager of the Atomic 
Energy Commission, written last December 23, but 
only recently made public, cuts the scientist off from 
all secrets and suspends him under President Eisen- 
hower’s Executive Order No. 10,450, until such time as 
the charges can be proved or disproved. The letter 
itself is one of the most amazing ever to be made pub- 
lic. It contains charges seldom raised against any 
prominent American, and yet Dr. Oppenheimer seems 
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Dr. J. Robert Oppenheimer Is Being Investigated by the 
Atomic Energy Commission as a Possible Security Risk. 
His Left-Wing Record Has Frequently Been Cited by the 
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to pass them off rather lightly. He even admits some 
of the charges, blaming them on his idealism and aca- 
demic isolation, while maintaining his loyalty. 
Space does not permit a detailed listing of the 
AEC’s charges. Briefly, he is accused of belonging 
to a number of Communist fronts and left-wing 
groups, including Friends of the Chinese People, 
American Committee for Democracy and Intellectual 
Freedom, Western Council of the Consumers Union 
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Dr. Frank P. Oppenheimer, Brother of the Famed Atomic 
Physicist, Admitted in 1949 That He Had Been a Commu- 
nist Party Member for Three Years, Although He Stated 
That He Had Left the Party Prior to His Employment as 
a Research Worker on the Atomic Bomb. He Was First 
Exposed by Walter S. Steele, of the NATIONAL 

REPUBLIC in 1947. 
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and the People’s Daily World, West Coast Communist 
organ. In fact, the letter noted that Dr. Oppenheimer 
had once said that he “had probably belonged to every 
Communist-front organization on the West Coast.” 
The scientist couldn’t remember such a statement and 
called it an “overstatement” in any case. 

General Nichols charged the physicist with having 
ontributed heavily to the Spanish Loyalists, and with 
even having paid out $150 a month to the Communist 
Party prior to April, 1942, 

Dr, Oppenheimer was once “virtually” engaged to a 
Communist, Jean Tatlock; and he married a Com- 
munist who had previously been married to a Spanish 
Loyalist Communist; and both his brother, Frank, and 
sister-in-law were Reds. 

Che letter further charges the atomic scientist with 
having associated with members and officials of the 
Communist Party, including Steve Nelson (Soviet 
espionage agent) friend of the scientist’s wife, Isaac 
Folkoff, Rudy Lambert, Kenneth May, Jack Manley, 
Thomas Addis, Joseph W. Weinberg, Clarence Hiskey, 
Haakon Chevalier, William Schneiderman (head of the 
California District Communist Party), Hannah Pe- 
ters, Bernadette Doyle, David Adelson, Paul Pinsky 
and Katrina Sandow. Dr. Oppenheimer is also ac- 
cused ol having employed on the A-bomb project sevV- 
eral Reds and pro-Reds—Giovanni Rossi Lomanitz, 
Joseph W. Weinberg, David Bohm, Max Bernard 
Friedman, David Hawkins and his brother, Frank 
Oppenheimer. 

A most important charge is that Dr. Oppenheimer 
for months opposed the development of the hydrogen 
bomb, that he persuaded “other outstanding scientists” 
not to work on it, and that this definitely slowed down 
the H-bomb project, while Russia advanced its develop- 
ments in the field. It is interesting to note that when 
Senator Jcseph R. McCarthy made the statement re- 
cently that there had been a delay of 18 months in 
the development of. the H-bomb, because of Communist 
influences, he was met with a flood of denials. 

Is it possible that, the AEC decided to act now in 
order to take the ball away from the Wisconsin 
Senator? 

When pressed for a comment on the suspension of 
Dr. Oppenheimer, Senator McCarthy said it was “long 
overdue—it should have been taken years ago.” He 
added that “it took considerable courage to suspend 
the so-called untouchable scientist—Oppenheimer. | 
give Strauss (Rear Admiral Lewis L. Strauss, chair- 
man of the AEC) credit for that.” 

Distinguished Panel to Hear Case 

The man who directed the making of the first atomic 
bomb at Los Alamos, New Mexico—J. Robert Oppen- 
heimer—is assured of a fair hearing. 

Former Secretary of the Army Gordon Gray heads 
the three-man board, which also includes Thomas 
Morgan, retired president of the Sperry Corporation ; 
and Ward V. Evans, professor of chemistry at Loyola 
University at Chicago. 

Oppenheimer will be defended by Lloyd K. Garrison, 
New York attorney. NATIONAL REPUBLIC files 
show that Mr. Garrison, among many other activities, 
has long been an official of the American Civil Liber- 
ties Union and was a supporter of the Army order to 
make Communists eligible for commissions. 

Scientist May Lose Princeton Job 

Dr. J. Robert Oppenheimer is director of the In- 

stitute for Advanced Study at Princeton, N. J., and it 


happens that Rear Admiral Lewis L. Strauss, AEC 
chairman, is also president of the same institute. The 
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Eight of the Nine Communists on Trial in Philadelphia 

are (Left to Right, Seated): Benjamin Weiss, David Davis, 

Irvin Katz and Robert Klonsky; (Left to Right, Standing): 

Joseph Kuzma, Sherman Laborvitz, Thomas Nebried and 
Samuel Coleof.. 


school, incidentally, is separate and distinct from 
Princeton University, and is a place where brilliant 
scholars, such as Dr. Oppenheimer and Dr. Albert 
Einstein, also a pro-Red, study, do research work and 
otherwise enjoy the “academic isolation” of their ivory 
towers. 

Herbert H. Maass, chairman of the board of trus- 
tees of the institute, referring to Dr. Oppenheimer, 
said: “We have never had any occasion to doubt his 
complete loyalty and sincerity.” But when asked 
about his retention, Mr. Maass retorted: “How do we 
know what the future holds?” 


Dr. Oppenheimer had previously served on the fac- 


ulties of the California Institute of Technology and 
the University of California. He graduated from the 
Ethical Cultural School, where he completed a full 
year’s chemistry course in six weeks, and from Har- 
(See Tug Enemy WITHIN Ovr Gates, Page 23) 





United Press Photo 
Justice Michael A. Musmanno (Right), of the Pennsylvania 
State Supreme Court, Has Told a House Judiciary Subcom- 
mittee That American Communists Have Been Alerted to 
Guide Soviet Bombers to Their Targets in Event of a Sneak 
Atomic Attack on the U. S. He Urged Approval of a Bill 
by Congressman Martin Dies (D.-Tex.), Shown at Left, 
to Outlaw the Communist Party 
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in a sense, but it is even more important today that 
there be the closest possible cooperation between the 
Secretary of State and the Secretary of Defense, and 
the two departments which they direct. 

In the simplest terms it is the object of the State 
Department to bring about friendly relations between 
our Nation and other nations and to avoid war. If 
the State Department fails in reaching this objective, 
then it is up to the Department of Defense to take 
over from there. But there is an even closer relation- 
ship than this, for there can be no successful foreign 
policy in today’s explosive world unless there is avail- 
able the force to back it up. Peace cannot be attained 
or maintained without the power to enforce it. 

The desirable goal is a world in which no nation 
had aggressive designs on another, and in which all 
nations wanted peace. But we must formulate our 
policies for the world as it exists, not as we might 
wish it to be. Therefore, the Eisenhower Administra- 
tion has adopted a policy of determent as the most 
effective way to keep the peace. With our growing 
stockpile of nuclear weapons and with our threat of 
“massive retaliation,” we hope to deter any would-be 
aggressor. To be sure, it falls far short of the ideal, 
for it involves staggering expense and a continuance 
of world tensions. In fact, it is a question of how 
long we can pursue such a policy, and remain both 
solvent and sane. But it is a practical and realistic 
policy, designed to fit existing conditions. 

That being the case, there are three factors which 
are necessary if a policy of determent is to be suc- 
cessful. First, we must have the required force in 
being. Obviously, it is difficult to estimate how much 
force is required, and we cannot avoid some element 
of risk. We can’t even tell you how large our present 
nuclear stockpile is; the Russians probably know more 
about this than we do. But it is safe to assume that 
we have sufficient weapons on hand to cause the men 
in the Kremlin to think twice. 

The second requisite is possession of the means to 
deliver these weapons swiftly. Unless we have the 
ability to retaliate immediately, the policy of deter- 
ment naturally would lose much of its effectiveness. 
Again we have to speculate. But we have—or should 
have—the planes that such a mission would require, 
and also the bases, at home and overseas, from which 
these bombers could take off. Unless we have mis- 
calculated, we should be able to meet these first two 
requirements. 

But if this policy of determent is to succeed, a third 
factor must be taken into consideration, and it is at 
least equally important. It shouldn’t be necessary to 
point out that, if we intend to deter an aggressor, we 
should first inform that aggressor of our intention. 
We should spell it out for him so that there could be 
no possibility of misunderstanding. If the Soviet 
Union should launch an atomic war on us, we, of 
course, would retaliate; that’s common sense. But 
what if the plotters in the Kremlin should continue 
their policy of infiltration, as they have done in east- 


ern Europe, and as they have done more recently in 
Guatemala? What if they should continue to wage 
“little” wars, as they did in Korea? No matter how 
you slice it, those, too, are acts of aggression. Would 
we retaliate? Where do we draw the line? Unless 
we make this clear, in words of one syllable, our policy 
of determent cannot be wholly successful. 

Back in 1940, we became alarmed over Japanese 
aggression. So Roosevelt and Hull adopted what they 
considered a policy of determent. They sent the Pa- 
cific fleet, reinforced with many units from the Atlan- 
tic, to Hawaii, in the hope that this would deter the 
Japs from launching further attacks in Southeast 
Asia. What was the result? We not only did not deter 
them, but we lost a good part of that fleet at Pearl 
Harbor on December 7, 1941. 

We met, within reasonable limits, the first two 
requisites of a policy of determent. We possessed the 
necessary force for that pre-atomic day—a naval force 
designed to check a naval power. And from our ad- 
vanced bases, we thought we could strike with swift- 
ness if the occasion arose. But we made the mistake 
of not spelling it out for the Japs. We failed to tell 
them that they could go so far and no farther. We 
neglected to explain to them when and under what 
circumstances we would apply our deterring force. So 
the Japs went ahead. Maybe they would have taken 
the risk in any case, but there is the possibility 
that they might have listened had we taken the trouble 
to explain things to them. And quite a few lives and 
quite a few dollars would have been saved, 

We now have a similar situation—albeit a far more 
serious one. We are in possession of a frightening 
lethal arsenal. And we have the means of delivering 
these nuclear weapons swiftly. We are satisfied that 
we can meet the first two requirements for a policy 
of determent, But unless we inform the world just 
how much aggression we will tolerate before we act, 
this policy cannot be wholly effective. We endorse 
the Eisenhower-Dulles concept of “massive retalia- 
tion.” We accept the policy of determent as a prac- 
tical and realistic way to avoid a war which would 
unquestionably destroy civilization as we know it. But 
let’s not repeat a past mistake, Let’s not keep the 
enemy in the dark, thereby tempting him to take the 
risk. Let’s really deter him by spelling it all out in 
no uncertain terms, Everything rides on our willing- 
ness to make our intentions known. We are dealing 
with madmen, but our great hope is that they are not 
quite mad enough to cross the line we draw—if we 
draw it. 


Cf SS |} 
A CHURCHMAN Ir Is THe Poticy of the Na- 


TIONAL Repustic to steer clear 
STEPS OFF BASE of religious controversies. This 

is not a religious publication, 
and among the employees of this organization are men 
and women of all faiths and creeds; our subscribers 
likewise embrace all denominations. It is no concern 
of ours what a man believes or how he worships; the 
only important thing is that he does believe and that 
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he does practice what he believes. We leave the dis- 
cussion of theology to the theologians. 

Sut we do reserve the right to criticize churchmen 
who step out of bounds and use their pulpits to ex- 
pound theories that have no proper place in church 
ritual—and we have frequently exercised this right in 
the past and will continue to do so in the future. In 
pursuance of this policy we have exposed such clergy- 
men as Bishop G. Bromley Oxnam, the Rev. Harry 
F’, Ward, the Rev. E. Stanley Jones, the Rev, Claude 
Williams, the Rev. Eliot White, the Rev. Stephen 
Fritechman, Dr. Jerome Davis, the Rev. Jack MecMi- 
chael, Dr. John C. Bennett, Bishop Francis J. McCon- 
nell, Dr. J. Howard Melish and others. We believe 
that these churchmen, through their non-religious 
afliliations and utterances, have weakened the church 
and have contributed to national insecurity, 

We also reserve the right to single out those clergy- 
men who deliberately sow seeds of hate among men 
and women of different faiths, who pit Protestant 
against Catholic, and Gentile against Jew. The Very 
Rey. James A, Pike, dean of the Cathedral of St. John 
the Divine in New York City, did just that recently 
in a Lenten sermon delivered at Washington Cathe- 
dral in the Nation’s Capital—and we feel fully justi- 
fied in calling him to task for his unwarranted, 
hate-breeding remarks, Dean Pike, an Episcopalian, 
attacked Roman Catholic publications and the Cath- 
olic hierarchy in general for failure to speak out 
against “McCarthyism.” What a subject to bring up 
in a sermon! What an issue to inject in any public 
statement by a churchman at a time when national 
unity is so vital—and especially just before Easter 
when men are supposed to be motivated by good will, 
and when men’s hearts are supposed to be filled with 
hope of a better and finer life! 

Dean Pike was challenged, not by a Catholic, but 
by a member of his own faith—Dr. Charles Wesley 
Lowry, former rector of All Saints Episcopal Church 
in Chevy Chase, who is now devoting most of his time 
to exposing the Communist menace in our midst. Said 
Dr. Lowry: 

“I do not desire to invade, in anything I say here, 
the field of politics. I have very little faith in any 
case in polemical sermons. I am, however, constrained 
to give my witness as a Christian, as a Protestant, 
and as an Episcopalian, on the issue of religious unity 
in the face of the clear, cold intent of international 
Communism to undermine and extinguish all religion 
based on faith in God.” 


If Dean Pike had been following the orders of the 
Kremlin, he could not have served the conspirators 
better. It is Moscow’s purpose to pit race against 
race, class against class, faith against faith—and this 
churchman has furthered this purpose. The church 
should be our chief bulwark in these trying times. The 
church should put up a united front against the athe- 
istic enemies who would destroy us. But this clergy- 
man would fan the fires of discord; he would split 
and divide us. Is there anything in the Bible which 
teaches us to hate our fellow men? Is there anything 
in the Scriptures that advises us to use God’s House 
to preach dissension? 

People have the right to embrace the Catholic faith 
or the Protestant faith or any faith. People have the 
right to support or to oppose Senator McCarthy. But 
no man, and especially no churchman, has the right 
to foment hate and disunity. We advise Dean Pike 
to stick to his knitting—unless he really wants to be 
regarded as an enemy of society and a tool of the 
Communist conspiracy. 
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SHED NO TEARS Crooner Dick Haymes has 

been ordered deported to his 
native Argentina—and he doesn’t like it even a little 
bit. He calls it a “cruel and inhuman banishment,” 
and intends to do everything in his legal power to get 
the decision reversed. 

We can understand his feeling in the matter. We 
certainly wouldn’t relish being sent to the land ruled 
by Mr. Peron. Nor would we care to give up the hand- 
some rewards possible in America. Furthermore, we 
can hardly blame him for disliking the idea of leaving 
the beauteous Rita Hayworth behind. 

But Mr. Haymes has no one—absolutely no one— 
to blame for his present predicament except himself. 
He first came to the United States in 1937; he has 
been here for 17 years, living on our bounty and hos- 
pitality, and has made no attempt to take out citizen- 
ship papers. During those 17 years, America has been 
mighty good to him, but apparently that fact has not 
in any way influenced him. During World War II, 
when America and our cherished way of life were 
threatened, Dick Haymes applied for, and obtained, 
draft exemption as a neutral alien. While millions 
of American boys were risking their lives and shedding 
their blood, Mr. Haymes was enjoying life to the full. 
When all that we hold dear was at stake, Mr. Haymes 
was “neutral.” 

We have finally decided that this South American 
crooner has overstayed his welcome and worn out our 
patience. Is such treatment to be considered “cruel 
and inhuman”? We shall shed no tears over his de- 
parture, just as we shed none over the departure of 
one Charles Chaplin. There are too many fine people 
in the world who would appreciate the opportunity 
of living in America. Let’s make room for one of 
these by giving Dick Haymes a one-way ticket to 
Buenos Aires. 


¢ ¢ 


On May 10, 1924, a man came 
to Washington and took over 
the direction of a small, under- 
staffed, ill-equipped and large- 
On May 10, 1954, he 
During 


TRIBUTE 10 A 
PUBLIC SERVANT 


ly ineffectual Federal agency. 
will observe his 30th anniversary at this post. 
these 30 years he has built up this organization into 
one of the most efficient of its kind in the world—if 


not the most efficient. During these 30 years there 
has never been a breath of scandal about him or the 
agency he directs. During these 30 years he has re- 
ceived tempting offers of jobs in private industry 
which would have paid him many times what he re- 
ceives from his Federal post—but each time he has 
turned down these offers at great personal sacrifice. 
We refer, of course, to J. Edgar Hoover, Director of 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

Congressman B. Carroll Reece, in introducing a 
joint resolution authorizing a gold medal for this dis- 
tinguished American, had this to say: 

“He has served this Nation under seven Presidents, 
and built the F.B.1., from a few agents, appointed 
largely on a political basis ... and with no laboratory 
or fingerprint system or teletype machines, into an 
organization of thousands of well-trained agents, de- 
tecting and waging war on crime, corruption and Com- 
munism. 

“. . . He has the complete confidence of the Amer- 
ican people, and I think the time has come, upon the 
completion of his 30 years of service as director, that 
we show our gratitude in an official manner to such 
an outstanding and honorable public servant.” 











THE PINK LADIES 
OF THE AAUW 


By FRANCES BECK 





The American Association of University Women 
is one of those organizations which could exert 
a tremendous influence for good in our free society, 
especially in the field of education. The AAUW 
does exert a “tremendous influence,” but it is 
debatable whether it is “for good.” For like so 
many groups these days, it has apparently fallen 
under the domination of “liberals,” ‘“progres- 
sives’”’ and others who lean toward the Socialist 
side. Mrs. Beck, wife of the well-known colum- 
nist, John W. Beck, tells the story from the pages 
of the AAUW’s own publication. The Editor. 








O YOU want our Republic to remain a free and 
sovereign State? Do you wish to safeguard and 
preserve our constitutional form of government? 

Do you believe in our free enterprise system? Do you 
object to having your children’s minds filled with col- 
lectivist ideologies? Do you demand that Commu- 
nists and subversives who have infiltrated our govern- 
ment, our schools and colleges, and other important 
strata of our society, be disclosed and removed from 
their posts? 

If your answer to all of these questions is “yes,” 
the pink ladies of the American Association of Uni- 
versity Women have some strong, though trite and 
shopworn, epithets to apply to you. In their lexicon 
you are an attacker, a bigot, a character assassin, a 
demagogue, a witch-hunter. Moreover, you are a moron 
—with horns. You are evil, and they repudiate you. 
To learn what a really low character you are, I refer 
you to the association’s official publication, the Jour- 
nal of the American Association of University Women. 

Possibly you are not particularly concerned about 
the AAUW or its opinion of you. True, the associa- 
tion’s membership (about 122,000) is not awesome, 
nor is the shrill name-calling likely to break any bones. 
But consider this: many AAUW members are instru- 
mental] in the writing and selection of textbooks for 
use in our schools and colleges. A very great many, 
probably the majority, are engaged in teaching Amer- 
ican youth, from kindergarten through college. The 
association’s real importance, therefore, lies in its op- 
portunity to indoctrinate the minds of American chil- 
dren with the collectivist ideology so ardently preached 
by its spokesman, the Journal. 

The strategic position of the AAUW in American 
education is a potent reason for public interest in the 
Journal; for it is through such publications that we, 
the “outsiders” as we are called, can measure the ex- 
tent of the “reconstruction” of our society and the 
dosage of socialistic poison that is being administered 
to our children. 

An examination of the Journal, while far from reas- 
suring, is most certainly enlightening. One learns 
that our clear and imminent danger, according to these 
“forward-thinking” high priestesses of learning, lies 
more in the activities of anti-Communists than in the 
activities of Communists. And one discovers the curi- 
ous paradox that while these learned ladies claim to 
be “against Communism,” they never, never have a 
word of condemnation or criticism for individual Com- 
munists, even though the activities of such individuals 
include espionage and treason against the United 
States! 

On the contrary, those who hide behind the Fifth 
Amendment are defended, and the ire of these pink 
ladies of the AAUW is directed against the people 
who endavor to protect our Nation from Communists. 
Efforts to disclose or dislodge Communists and fellow- 
travelers are represented in the Journal as “attacks” 
upon innocent and “tender-minded” people. 





Indeed, the AAUW is so attack-minded that one of 
its own members admits: “We respond to most criti- 
cisms or questions as if we were responding to an 
attack ...” (article, “Questions We Need to Ask About 
Our Public Schools,” Journal of the AAUW, March, 
1953). Woe betide anyone who dares to criticize “pro- 
gressive” education, socialistic texts, or collectivist 
teachers! Such criticism is not “constructive” ; it con- 
stitutes an “attack upon education.” This sort of 
thing is carried to such an absurd length in the 
Journal that one wonders whether its writers really 
have something to hide and are frightened, or whether 
they simply hope to humiliate and intimidate the 
American public into keeping its eyes, ears, and mouth 
tightly closed while the “reconstruction” program is 
being carried out. 

Almost any general article or editorial in any recent 
issue of the Journal of the American Association of 
University Women would serve amply to illustrate the 
foregoing; but in order to be scrupulously fair to the 
AAUW and its mouthpiece, let us consider documen- 
tation from all issues published during the year 1953, 
plus, for good measure, the last issue of 1952. 

The Journal for October, 1952, contains an article 
labeled “Currents and Cross-Currents,” by Dr. Helen 
D. Bragdon, general director of the AAUW and a vice 
chairman of the U. 8S. National Commission for 
UNESCO. This is a frenzied, almost incoherent, 
tirade against “attacks.” Near the end of it the author 
herself asks the question, “What have I been trying 
to say?” That would be difficult to answer, but what 














Dr. Mabel Newcomer Believes That Congressional Investi- 

gations Are “Like the Witch Hunts of Salem.” In 1939 She 

Was a Sponsor of the National Emergency Conference; in 

1943 She Demanded Abolition of the Old Dies Committee ; 

in 1947 She Was a Consultant of the Women’s Action 
Committee for Lasting Peace. 
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she has said is deplorably lacking in substantiation. 

According to Dr. Bragdon, almost all the educa- 
tional, civic, cultural, international, religious, and 
minority groups in America are “under attack.” She 
fulminates at length about these “attacks,” but fails 
to furnish even one documentation of an actual and 
specific attack upon anything except the kindred 
forces of Socialism and Communism. 

She asks, “Who and what are responsible for the 
attacks?” Then, in addition to the unnamed “they,” 
“these,” “another publication,” “a woman leader,” “one 
organization,’ “another organization,” etc., she lists 
the editor of The Educational Reviewer (Lucille Car- 
din Crain), the American Flag Committee of Phila- 
delphia, The Constitutional Education League, the 
Minute Women of the USA, Pro America, and the 
National Economic Council as being “of the attacking 
type,” and therefore, by inference, guilty. 

With a fantastic journalistic maneuver, Dr. Brag- 
don even brings the Committee for Constitutional Gov- 
ernment in for discrediting treatment, though the only 
sin with which she could charge it was that in 1950 
it “employed 70 persons to mail materials.” 

Swinging still wider and wilder, under the subhead, 
“Identifying ‘Attack’ Literature,” she includes “a quite 
simple championship of free enterprise and vigorous 
opposition to the New Deal and Fair Deal” in the 
literature of “these ‘anti’” (attacking) organizations 
against which her tirade is directed! 

But particularly irritating to Dr. Bragdon, appar- 
ently, is the booklet, Packaged Thinking for Women, 
by Lucille Cardin Crain and Anne Burrows Hamilton. 
As anyone who has read this booklet very well knows, 
it is a penetrating, forthright, and well documented 
analysis of the means by which many women’s organ- 
izations have been indoctrinated with left-wing, So- 
cialist, and Communist propaganda. 


or example, two extremely enlightening quotations 
from the widely known and very articulate collectivist, 
Mrs. Vera Micheles Dean, appear on page 27 of Pack- 


aged Thinking for Women. In a 1947 address to the 
General Federation of Women’s Clubs, Mrs. Dean 
said: 

“*We must not allow ourselves to be distracted 

by the feeling that Socialism is synonymous with 

Communism and both are anathema. 

Let us realize the forces in Europe which 
are making for Socialism. When we understand 
those, we shall know that Socialists, whether 
Protestants or Catholics or inspired by Marzvism, 
are people who today are supporting the ideas of 
democracy as we know them . They are our 
friends >” (Italics mine.) 

Also in 1947, in an address to the “liberal” AAUW, 
which Dr. Bragdon directs, Mrs. Dean had this to say: 

in using the phrase ‘liberal’ we must bear 
in mind that today it is Socialism which is the 
modern liberalism .. .’” (Italics mine.) 

With the AAUW and like-minded American organ- 
izations having swallowed the explanation that So- 
cialism is the modern liberalism, to which they are 
so passionately devoted, one can but wonder, uneasily, 
how soon these organizations will be ready to swallow 
the explanation that Communism is the modern de- 
mocracy. 

The next issue of the Journal, January, 1953, con- 
tains an amazing document. It is a statement on 
“The Communist Threat to Freedom and Democracy,” 
adopted by the Board of Directors of the AAUW as 
its official “stand” against Communism, This, it de- 
clares in ringing tones, is a “bold, positive, and frontal 
attack on the whole problem of the Communist threat 
to freedom and democracy.” As might be expected, 
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Acme 
The AAUW Seems to Follow the Reasoning of Elmer Davis, 
Who Feels That Everything Is Dangerous, So What? 


” 


the “whole problem” turns out not to be Communism 
at all, but anti-Communism. 

With words that must have been calculated to make 
the Communists “tremble” in their boots the world 
over, the AAUW squares off for battle. Says the 
statement, in part: 


“Communism is a threat to freedom and democ- 
racy. We are against it. Fascism is likewise 
a threat to freedom and democracy. We are 
against it. The use of totalitarian means to fight 
Communism or Fascism is a threat to freedom 
and democracy. We are against it. We do 
not have to choose between Communist infiltration 
and methods of witch-hunting, charact 
nation and demagoguery. Both are evil; are 
threats to freedom and democracy. We repduiate 
both.” 


jsassi- 
£ 


The AAUW obligates itself to cope with the whole 
problem of the Communist threat to freedom and de- 
mocracy by giving “serious attention” to (1) learning 
more about Communism; (2) distinguishing between 
“liberals” and Communists; (3) demonstrating democ- 
racy to the world; and (4) searching passionately “for 
truth” and expressing “conviction” through positive 
and constructive programs and activities. 

Such a “bold, positive, and frontal attack” as that 
certainly should put the Communists to flight and 
bring reassurance to millions of uneasy Americans! 

In the issue of the Journal for March, 1953, Dr. 
Ethel Sabin-Smith, a professor at Mills College, urges 
American youth to heed the philosophy of William 
James (the pragmatist who was sympathetic to So- 
cialism and to all forms of the new, the untried, and 
the doubtful) and stand on “the perilous edge.” James’ 
impact upon modern psychology and philosophy is 
clearly recognized in the “social sciences” (which in- 
clude political theories) presented in today’s “progres- 
sive” education. 

“Youth,” says Dr. Sabin-Smith, “must achieve the 
maturity of independence; must be able to stand self- 
poised on what James called ‘the perilous edge.’ ” 
There is plenty of evidence that today’s youth and 
today’s world are standing on “the perilous edge”— 

(See Tue Pink Lapies or tHe AAUW, Page 30) 











A PROSPECTUS ON 
REPORT CARDS 


By DR. FELIX WITTMER 


Author of “The Yalta Betrayal” 








N MORE and more school systems, the country over, 
the old-fashioned report cards are being replaced 
by socialized reports or mere letters from the teach- 

er, or by parent-teacher confabs. Everywhere citizens 
are aroused at the abandonment of competitive marks ; 
but when they try to voice their dissatisfaction, they 
are being told that only the experts can disentangle 
the complex problem. 


Having taught a few thousand students, who have 
become teachers, I am of course familiar’ with most of 
the pros and cons regarding various systems of mark- 
ing. Having attended more committee meetings and 
conferences than is good for anyone, I feel sorry for 
those good laymen who try to familiarize themselves 
with the professional books on the subject; for they 
are bound to lose themselves in a maze of monographs 
on frequency distribution, measures of variability, 
cumulative distribution, linear, partial and multiple 
correlation, and scores of analyses of statistics of edu- 
cational psychology. How can they possibly cope with 
educators who authored learned volumes on “behavior 
characteristics associated with regular-progress and 
slow-progress children,” on social and academic status, 
attitudes and feelings of regular-progress and slow- 
progress children? 

First of all, I would counsel parents not to 
heart. “One pound of learning,” says an old Persian 
proverb, “requires 10 pounds of common sense to apply 
it.” I have known many an educator who amassed so 
much statistical learning that he lost what little com- 
mon sense he had before he started; but I have also 
known educators who had neither much learning nor 
much common sense. 

Most educators, according to 
what I have seen, follow the 
trend. If you seek advance- 
ment in the educational field, 
you must yourself ap- 
pointed to committees which 
hash over the fashionable doc- 
trines and have reports and 
bulletins published by their 
State department of education. 

Inasmuch as the philosophy of 
the report or bulletin fixed 
in the mind of the committee 
chairman, you have to toe the 
line; otherwise your confreres 
will whisper about you, 
pecting you of being reaction- 
ary if not a _ Fascist. The 
philosophy of the committee 
chairman usually exactly 
that of the “pioneering” Na- 
tional Education Association. 


lose 


get 


IS 


sus- 


is 





Dr. Wittmer has taught at.American colleges 
for over 20 years. After 17 years of service at 
Montclair State Teachers College in New Jersey, 
he resigned in 1951, in protest against the grow- 
ing collectivist tendencies among members of the 
faculty and the student body. He discusses on 
this page a subject which is today a “hot issue’’ 
in many communities throughout the Nation, 





Those politicians among the educators who have man- 
aged to push one another into top positions vocifer- 
ously clamor about freedom of expression; but they 
quietly keep you from an influential position in which 
you might express any contrary views. 

The whole problem of change in report card policies 
should therefore be considered in the larger frame of 
the changes for which our educators, under the spon- 
sorship and encouragement of the NEA, have been 
plugging for more than a generation. It fits into the 
pattern of group consciousness, equalization of atti- 
tudes, leveling and collectivism which has been the 
avowed aim of leading educators at least since 1934. 

It is obvious that pupils who consistently receive 
bad marks, and especially those who must repeat, may 
develop a-social and even anti-social attitudes, i.e., 
become problem children. Anyone who is branded as 
inferior is likely to develop inferiority complexes, and 
anyone with inferiority complexes is likely to become 
a trouble-maker. 

It is part of our Christian heritage to be considerate 
toward the less fortunate and help them to adjust 
themselves. Yet, does this mean that we should make 
the less able, the less diligent and the less productive 
feel that they are just as good as the able, diligent 
and productive? Have we a right to coddle the medi- 
ocre pupils and the loafers at the direct expense of 
those who have the ability and the will to distinguish 
themselves ? 


True enough, most of the good schools have special 
classes for the slow students and even some arrange- 
ment to take care of the mentally retarded; but this 


not affect the situation which now exists with 
regard to the majority of the normally healthy and 
intelligent pupils. Within this majority there is still 
a large variance of ability and 
application, The present trend, 
which is manifestly being cul- 
tivated by most of our top edu- 
cators, discriminates against 
the prominent pupils in the 
name of anti-discrimination, 
This trend is to be deplored ; 
for the actual differences 
among students are consider- 
able. Not only are some by 
nature more gifted than 
others; home _ environment, 
about which teachers can do 
very little, is of decisive influ- 
ence. A great many parents 
have little idea of what study 
means, They are too busy with 
their own chores and _pleas- 
ures. They themselves took 
school life lightly and loathe 
to supervise home work. That 
bad for most of their 


does 





is too 





In other words, the trends 
have been decided from above. 


Dr. Felix Wittmer 
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Clark H. Getts children; but why should those 


homes be punished in which a 
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sensible modicum of discipline is accepted as the 
proper standard? 

What right do we have to discourage the ambitious, 
to shackle them, and to deprive them of real learning 
opportunities? What right do we have to destroy 
the spirit of self-reliance, and condition pupils for the 
softening life of paternalism? 

We have reached a point where healthy competition, 
which would bring out the best qualities of the pupils, 
has been reduced to a minimum, The pupil is now 
very often prevented from distinguishing himself, ex- 
cept if he proves more strikingly than others that he 
is no better than anyone else, 

It had been our tradition to encourage the develop- 
ment of personality. Now our teachers are being urged 
to encourage communal life and the development of 
group consciousness. Team spirit is all right in its 
place. It inspires our athletes, and it has contributed 
much to the supremacy of American industry. It has 
seldom been neglected in our 
schools; but it should not be 
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school class with the specific understanding that here 
was an opportunity to get a taste of old-fashioned 
teaching. Quite a number of the observers confiden- 
tially assured me that they learned more facts and 
understanding of history by observing this high school 
class than they acquired in a good many (though by 
no means all) of their college courses. Endeavoring 
to stay on the right side of the fence, they could of 
course not afford to make such statements in public. 

For many years it was my duty to observe practice- 
teaching seniors on the spot, during their three-month 
training period, in February, March, and April. In 
some years I visited as many as 15 different high 
schools, junior high schools and elementary schools. 
I have had the professional opportunity to become 
familiar with more than 100 schools of the State of 
New Jersey. I have seen schools in which teachers 
steadfastly adhered to the old-fashioned way and ac- 
complished worthwhile and even admirable results; 
but I have also seen an in- 
creasing number of schools in 





one-sidedly inculeated in our 
youth, to the detriment of in- 
dividual personality. 

When I was on the faculty 
of the New Jersey State Teach- 
ers College at Montelair, I had 
the opportunity to witness the 
leveling trends in our educa- 
tion from a vantage point; for 
Montclair State is not only re- 
garded as the best of the six 
teacher-training institutions of 
New Jersey, but also as one of 
the best among the several 
hundred in the Nation. I found 
the students of this college to 


which, because of the so-called 
“progressive” practices, learn- 
ing is deteriorating fast. 

Let me give you a few ex- 
amples. In a large high school 
west of Newark it was not the 
teacher, but one of the pupils, 
who guided the class and sat 
at the desk. (This did not hap- 
pen once or twice but was 
the standard procedure.) The 
class discussed the racial prob- 
lem and what could be done 
about it. No one had studied 
any sources to base his re- 
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be exceptionally bright and 
more industrious than the stu- 
dents whom I taught at one of 
our large Middle Western uni- 
versities and at one of our oldest private colleges. 

Yet, there is no doubt that even at that institution 
those who wished to get away with a minimum effort 
knew from the outset which subjects to choose. Geog- 
raphy, business education, and athletics were regarded 
as the snap subjects in the undergraduate school; 
education, no matter how boring, unproductive and 
repetitious, was favored by those graduate students 
who wanted to obtain administrative positions. Inas- 
much as most education courses overlap, and many 
are practically a rehash of others, they are ideal for 
the sleepy ones, and the lazy. 

It was in the demonstration high school of said 
teachers college that the modern trends became ob- 
vious. I found that the pupils became increasingly 
less industrious as they reached the higher grades. 
By the time they were in the twelfth grade they did 
as they pleased. I soon found out that a great many 
of the twelfth grade would not do their home work 
and did not mind receiving unsatisfactory marks. 
When I suggested that I would send the loafers to the 
principal’s office, the entire class grinned. That was 
all right with them; for they knew that the principal 
would hardly do more than have a friendly chat with 
them. 


After one year’s experience I insisted on the privi- 


lege of teaching an elective course only. Those who 
were not willing to do their part were not welcome. 
That cut the class from about 30 to about 15 pupils. 
My colleagues in the Main Building from that time 
on sent their college students as observers of my high 
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cepted biological, psychological 
and social data. Four or five 
extroverts hugely enjoyed hear- 
ing their loose and meaning- 
less talks go unchallenged. The rest of the class— 
over 20—dozed contentedly. No one took any notes. 
“How do you test them?” [ inquired of the training- 
teacher. “I don’t,” was the answer. “They are all 
bright kids. They all get something out of it. (At 
least an hour of sleep, I thought.) The main thing 
is that they’re having fun and don’t mind going to 
school.” Hardly ever did either the training-teacher 
or the practice-teacher interrupt the proceedings. They 
did not stimulate individual research by showing that 
only on the basis of available data could the problem 
be properly discussed. It was their philosophy that 
the pupils ought not to get the idea that the teachers 
really knew more about the subject than they did. 
In a junior high school, on the way to the shore, 
the training-teacher insisted on doing something else 
every 12 or 15 minutes. He was of the opinion that 
the little darlings of the ninth grade could not possibly 
concentrate on anything for any greater period of 
time. There would be the showing of a short film on 
world brotherhood, then a 15-minute debate on 
whether or not we ought to recognize Red China, and 
then a few minutes of reading from the textbook, 
something about the glorious aid of the Government 
in clearing slums and developing housing projects. 
“How do you test these pupils?” I inquired of the 
training-teacher. “We give them socialized tests,” I 
was informed. “The pupils may open their books. They 
are being told where they can find the answers to the 
questions and then they look them up. We are not 
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INTRIGUE IN THE CARIBBEAN 


By WILLIAM M. McNAMARA 


Caribbean Correspondent for the National Republic 


bean Cominform” reached anti- 
Communist. forces in Central 
America. This “Cominform” 
was established for the purpose 
of coordinating all Red activi- 
ties in the middle zone of 
the Western Hemisphere. The 
string-pulling was to be done 
from Prague, Czechoslovakia. 
Prague was the European par- 
adise for Red leaders of the 





Caribbean who were in trouble 





(EDITOR’S NOTE: In August, 1952, the NATIONAL RE- 
PUBLIC began a series of articles devoted to the Soviet 
Conspiracy in the Caribbean Area by Mr. McNamara and 
Senora Ada Llovet Falk. Mr. McNamara continued his in- 
vestigation of the Communist-infested Caribbean. This 
article, another of this series, deals with the newly-organ- 
ized “Caribbean Cominform’”’ ordered by Moscow to speed 
up the Red infiltration below our borders.) 


N MARCH 10, 1952, the Soviet transmission cen- 
O ter for the Western Hemisphere in Havana, 

Cuba, was seriously jeopardized by the flash 
revolution of General Fulgencio Batista. Five days 
after Batista came to power the Cuban Communist 
Party, by orders of the Ministry of Interior, was in 
effect declared defunct, null, void and out of com- 
mission. 


As a result of this position of the new revolutionary 
government, the Soviet Charge d’Affairs in Havana 
had no choice but to notify Moscow that operations 
in the usual manner could not continue in the light 
of daily events. And about five weeks later the Reds 
pulled a suspicious diplomatie trick which resulted 
in a diplomatic rupture between Soviet Russia and 
Cuba. 

Could it have been possible that Moscow planned 
to completely abandon Cuba as a transmission center, 
with all of the years and money invested? If we sub- 
tract 1924 from 1952, we find a difference of 28 years, 
and anyone with a grain of sense would hardly suggest 
that the Soviets would let a revolution block their 
program of infiltration after so much time, money 
and effort. And since the Batista Government re- 
fused to go along with the Cuban Communist faction, 
Moscow agents repeated an age-old historical trick ... 
of moving the furniture . . . but still renting the house. 
After the Soviet Legation was closed in Havana, all 
of the diplomatic personnel went to Mexico City, a 
sort of headquarters of the Caribbean Communist 
dream-kingdom, where plotting against the peace and 
stability of the Western Hemisphere functions on a 
24-hour, assembly-line basis. From Mexico City, some 
of the personnel of the closed legation of Cuba went 
to Guatemala City, where a man named Jacobo Ar- 
benz was president of the republic, and at this writing 
has never been accused of being unfriendly to the 
Soviets. 

Since Moscow obviously could not feel that they 
could stand on firm ground in Cuba, a plan had to 
be devised whereby operations could resume at a nor- 
mal Soviet tempo at the earliest possible date. It was 
out of the Cuban diplomatic rupture that a “Carib- 
bean Cominform” was born. 

And just to show that Moscow had no intentions 
of disrupting her schedule of the Caribbean Red Net- 
work, Soviet agents waited only three months to effect 
the mechanism of the newly-created “Caribbean Com- 
inform.” It was in June, 1952, three months after 
the Soviet-Cuban rupture, that the leak of the “Carib- 


with the controlling political 

factions and had to hotfoot it 
out of the territory. It was a shock and a surprise 
for anti-Communist forces to find out that headquar- 
ters for the new “Cominform” was to be Havana, 
where only three months before the Soviets had given 
the impression that they were no longer interested in 
Cuba as a base of operations. This very bold maneuver 
in the Pearl of the Antilles should support the cold 
fact that many of us know only too well that 
the Soviet apparatus still has enough guts to blaze 
through any situation, however risky. 

The “Caribbean Cominform” was truly a reorgan- 
ization. Even the French Communist Party was left 
out, in the handling of the efforts among the colonial 
French islands of Martinique and Guadeloupe, and also 
French-bred Haiti. The “Cominform” was to rule over 
Mexico, Central America, Venezuela and the lower 
Caribbean. Included in the new arrangement were 
French, Dutch and British Guiana. With Venezuela, 
the latter three touched the vital mainland of South 
America, Even Colombia was mentioned in the “Com- 
inform” charter-plans, which means that the “Carib- 
bean Cominform” would eventually qualify as the 
Latin-American Cominform . . . to include every single 
republic south of our borders. In the big leak of the 
“Cominform’s” plans, the Brazilian Communist under- 
ground went unmentioned, but this powerful force, 
in any logical tie-in with Colombia and Venezuela 
and the Guianas, could hardly be neglected. While 
the Red Party in Brazil is at present outlawed, it is 
still a very dangerous factor in the paradoxical polit- 
ical administration in Rio. 

In the over-all plan of this “Cominform,” Guatemala 
was to be the spring-board for the eventual communiz- 
ation of the entire region. Guatemala’s lands, govern- 
ment, natural resources, coasts, airports, trade unions, 





Mr. McNamara (Right) Began His Nine-Year Investigation 
of Caribbean Red Activity in 1945 in an Interview With 
President Grau San Martin in Havana. 
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teachers and the Indian masses were the forceful fac- 
tors included in the “Cominform” plan. Arms and 
ammunition were to be added to the picture... to 
support what all of us should know by the record... 
that if the penetration-infiltration program bogs down, 
or fails, armed violence will be used to provoke the 
desired end. 

[t is with reluctance that we now admit the plans 
of the “Caribbean Cominform” appear to be firmly 
succeeding. With Guatemala in hand, the ““Cominform” 
planned to concentrate on Costa Rica in order to ex- 
pand their resources and bases. Then with Colombia, 
a possible third partner, the combination would gather 
the necessary strength to take over oil-rich Venezuela 

if and when the iron-handed Military Junta of 
that country showed any signs of cracks or weak- 
[t is planned that some of the sister republics 
will start crumbling when the “big push” begins. So 
far as it has been determined, no tentative date was 
set by the “Cominform” for a big explosion, which 
would be necessary if full and complete communiza- 
tion were to meet 


hess, 


with success, 

An important document drawn up by Soviet agents 
in 1944 has come into our possession. This makes 
possible an accurate evaluation of present-day moves 
of the Soviets in the Caribbean and lower Latin Amer- 
ica. This document was a platform laid out by the 
[X Congress of the Communist Party held brazenly 
in Mexico City in 1944, with full inter-American 
flavor. It was here that the ex-lawyer, Lombardo de 
Toledano, and two Soviet agents laid out the following 
decree: 

“(1) We must attack religion constantly. We can 
use to our advantage all ‘modern’ teachings of science, 
philosophy, civilization and education. Most Latin 
American countries grant, in their constitutions, free- 
dom of worship. Let’s use that too. Let Protestant 
sects open their churches; they help us to seed con- 
fusion in the minds of the Indians and of the workers; 
they will help us in the effort to make these peoples 
lose their respect for religion, 

“(2) Then comes the intellectual world. The net 
of Red spies should be recruited from among such of 
the writers, journalists and thinkers who are in enough 
economic trouble of their own as not to be able to 
resist our offers. 

“(3) The Foreign Affairs Ministry at Moscow is 
yiving tremendous impulse to our activities through 
its missions in these countries. We can be thankful 
also to the United States Department of State for the 
contribution of some of its agencies to the work of 
our cells. 

“(4) Some armies offer magnificent opportunities 
for our infiltration, and we must use them, just as 
we are having our cells among universities, banks and 
international trade. 

“(5) We must use the strong nationalistic, anti 
British, anti-American feeling among the Latin Amer- 
ican masses. Our agents have already convinced, 
under the guise of nationalism, the Argentine Govern- 
ment to expropriate Anglo-American interests. 

“(6) Our aim in Latin America is to liquidate 
Anglo-American capitalism, and then consolidate a 
full economic and political autonomy for these coun 
tries. Then, once the state has nationalized all the 
resources now exploited by the Anglo-American con- 
cerns ... we take the state.” (Italics mine.) 

Could our intelligence services have been totally 
ignorant of this platform? It was laid out in 1944 

and specifically mentions our State Department 
as giving aid and comfort to their plans, The one 
man who did most of the talking at this Red Congress 
in Mexico was Chilean Red leader, Elias Lafferte, 
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who off the record made this remark: “We can be 
thankful that half of the Catholics are pagans al- 
ready.” Lafferte injected the Soviet lie in his remark, 
for the record shows that it has been the Catholic 
faithful who have posed the real stumbling-block to 
complete infiltration, Besides Toledano and Lafferte, 
there was another character named Sokilow, whom 
Moscow sent to Mexico City to keep the smoking-rooms 
of the Congress in Party-Line order. 

As we examine the six clauses of the platform which 
was drawn up in 1944 we find that they parallel the 
results, which, by all standards, have been the best 
for Soviet infiltration in the Caribbean, And it has 
been the tragic negligence, over-exploitation with in- 
gredients of stupidity, which have indirectly aided the 
Red movement in this area. Grave mistakes have 
been made with our so-called Good Neighbor Policy, 
and by dictators without a conscience for the welfare 
of their people. It has been a combination of thes 
conditions which have made Red penetration possible 
in the Caribbean and lower Latin America. And, of 
course, not to be excluded was the lack of action by 














Mr. McNamara Photographs Communist Meeting 
in Havana Park. 


religious groups, Predominantly Catholic Latin Amer- 
ica may reject the Moscow Line in the long run, but 
it will hardly be accomplished by prayers alone. l’osi- 
tive action will easily support the phrase which nearly 
all of us believe, that “the Lord helps those who help 
themselves.” At present there has been undertaken 
a positive movement with some promises of success 
by the Catholie hierarchy and Catholic laymen them- 
selves, and other anti-Communist forces. The Cath- 
olie effort alone would take the space of many pages, 
and much good will come out of it if it is not 
already too late. 

The variations of the Soviet Conspiracy show up 
many times in an unsuspected manner. The all-em- 
bracing order of the newly-created “Caribbean Com- 
inform” appears to be: use any item; any crisis 

anything! which will benefit the Party or move- 
ment. With experience, time and above all with the 
continuation of present-day injustices, pain, misery 
and poverty the Soviet Conspiracy can... and 
with the present speed of their schedule, may possibly 
succeed. 

There is some ray of hope, however, that any fifth- 
column movement is not necessarily invincible, and 
particularly in Latin America, where Red leaders 
could never feel that they were standing on _ firm 
ground, because as a rule the picture has many intan- 
gible factors. For them it has been a painful process 
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INTRINSIC FINALITY 


By CHARLES WILLIAM HANKO, Ph.D. 


Member of the Department of History and Economics, 
The Polytechnic Institute of Brooklyn 


There are at least two communities in 
the development of man’s social nature. 
The first and most natural, thus the basic 
unit of society, is the family. It is the 
community of spiritual, sexual, economic, 
and social life. Living together, the fam- 
ilies cooperate to form the rudimentary 
state to provide some authority or direc- 
tion; in establishing a social order; ad- 
ministering justice, for imposing for such 
members as are independent of the family 





authority; preserving order among the 





LL THINGS are determined by “essence” which 

is immutable and is the exemplar of things in 

concrete cases, Things found in essence are the 
blue-prints of the world—the materialization of things 
to be are accomplished through the mind of God re- 
vealed to man. All things are found in terms of 
essence with the immediate end of things themselves 
becoming permanent. Birds fly not because they have 
wings, but as nature produced them, they had the 
image of the things that were to fly because the plan 
was imminent. The teleological or organic view of 
the state gives us the most workable plan. 

Man was given a material body and a spiritual soul 
to live in a community with others. This was included 
in God’s plan of Creation as shown in the Story of 
the Creation found in the Book of Genesis. Man will 
never become perfect, however, unless he can fulfill 
all things that are included in his essence in a social 
life. Many utilitarian practices have been advanced 
concerning the reason for man’s activities, but they 
are not full reasons for the existence of societies. If 
selfish motives are the reason, the demise of the person 
or the group of persons would be their destruction. 

Jean Jacques Rousseau wrote the Social Contract 
which stated that man gets his rights and privileges 
through his own or society’s will. If the state does 
gets its concrete form by our will, and that is what 
Rousseau said, it is in the root of our nature for the 
state is for our protection and perfection and is in 
our essence and, thus, is inde- 
pendent of our thinking and 
liking. 

The origin of the state is in 
human nature and its 
elements were already 
mined by the Creator. 
best understand the nature of 
the state by understanding 
man’s social nature. 

Man is by his very nature 
a social being requiring vari- 
ous forms of communal life in 
order to attain his perfection 
which is the intended goal and 
the final purpose of his exist- 
erce. This purpose is life ac- 
and that 


basic 
deter- 
We can 


is 
in 
happiness 
This life 


cording to reason 
necessary to attain a peace 
order to realize a 
for which he longs. 
will find its fulfillment in rest 
in God. Life earth 
way to God. To live in virtue, 
to perfect one’s nature, and to 
find salvation for one’s soul 

constitute the aims of man. 
To achieve these, man needs an 
order of and 
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peace, justice, 


families, and promoting the “common 
good.” 

The government thus provided is not a self-sufficient 
one. The families and the individuals are able to sat- 
isfy, by their own coordinated production, all their 
economic desires. However, it means more, 

The government is not set up for the purpose of 
taking away the rights of man but in order to supple- 
ment the family training. The individual and the 
family come before the state and the state is the serv- 
ant of the people. When the government no longer 
performs this task and works to perfect man’s nature, 
it should be taken to task. 

The state comes into being through the rational 
consent of man, a point well recognized by Thomas 
Jefferson in our Declaration of Independence and by 
our forefathers in the United States Constitution. 
Man and the state are interdependent and inter-acting. 
When this purposefulness of the state is no longer, 
then we have a state helpless and shifting for itself 
as we can see upon examining the period of our his- 
tory when the United States barely existed under the 
irticles of Confederation. At that time, the govern- 
ment approached the state of “anarchy.” 

Such a discussion as that above shows the error 
of “pluralism” which indicates a state within a state. 
For instance, when we have labor unions on the same 
level as the state. The unions are both good and are 
necessary since they serve a useful purpose of the 
working man. However, they must have a conscious 
urge to attain perfection in a certain field of endeavor. 
But how far can they go? If 
they are only organized to gain 
advantage for a small group 
that composes their member- 
ship, they can be a dangerous 
organization in the state. How- 
ever, if they are to serve as an 
intermediary between the fam- 
ily and the state to aid man in 
reaching perfection, then it is 
easy to subdue the advantages 
of the union to the common 
good, which is in accord with 
Christian Social Philosophy 
and is the end desired. 

Commutative justice is the 
basis on which the state must 
be organized. “I give so that 
I may receive.” Hence, the 
fundamental principle of the 
legal bond between individual 
and state authority is that of 
equality and private utility. In 
addition to this, we must con- 
the relationship of the 
state to that of the citizen, and 
the relationship of the 

to that of the state. 
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WARFARE— COMMUNIST STYLE 


(Continued from Page 8) 


tion with centralized authority and a chain of com- 
mand, 

At the bottom, the Communist “cell” is akin to the 
military squad, At the top, in any country the rep- 
resentative of the Communist International, like Ger- 
hardt Eisler was in the United States, is the “Front 
Commander.” He reports to the Theatre Commander, 
who reports to the Kremlin. He is in charge of the 
total resources available on that front. 

The resources include not only the Communist 
Party, but Communist-fronts and Communist fractions 
within non-Communist organizations. 

(B) Communism has military components, 

[t has its infantry, particularly its shock troops— 
its “activists” or “militants.” It has services of sup- 
ply, finance, communications, transportation, the 
equivalent of an Adjutant General’s Ojlice and Pro- 
vost Marshal General’s Office, ordnance (e.g. gun run- 
ning, gun manufacture, gun thefts). 

It specializes in its intelligence and counter-intelli- 
gence action (the latter through its so-called “Control 
Commissions”). Communist espionage, in particular, 
is one of the most crucial of its military specialties. 

These components exist both above ground and 
underground, because Lenin taught that in every na- 
tion there must be a legal and an illegal Communist 
Party. 

(C) Communism imposes absolute discipline 
erates no insubordination. 

1») It insists on comprehensive training, indoctrin- 
ating its raw recruits into hardened revolutionaries. 

The Communist equivalents of the National War 
College, of Fort Benning, Randolph Field and Leaven- 
worth, are the Lenin Institute, the University of the 
Peoples of the East, the Jefferson School of Social 
Sciences, and other Communist schools throughout the 
world. 

These schools teach inside, and wherever possible, 
outside the Soviet Union, military and pari-military 
operations—everything from street fighting to blowing 
up railroad trains, to operation of secret radio sets, 
code systems, courier systems, strike strategy, etc. 

(E) Communism utilizes classic military tactics 
like concentration of forces, tactics of maneuver, de- 
ception, etc., together with all sorts of modern vari- 
ations. 

The basic unit of the military force is, of course, 
the individual Communist. He is a new breed of fanat- 
ic warrior. Nicolai Lenin said: 

“We must train men and women who will devote 

to the revolution not merely their spare evenings, 

but the whole of their lives.” 

The Third World Congress said: 

“The Communist organizer must look upon every 

member of the Party and every revolutionary 

worker as a prospective soldier in the revolution- 

ary arm. For this reason he must allot him a 

place in the Party which will fit him in his fu- 

ture role.” 

The Communist “soldier” goes where he is ordered. 
If he is ordered to change jobs, he changes jobs; 
ordered to move from city to city, he moves, as 
directed. 

The top Communist agents are moved as well, from 
country to country. Leading American Communists, 
like Earl Browder and Eugene Dennis, were battle- 
hardened in Communist espionage in Shanghai, for 
example. The Communist leader, Chou-En-lai, oper- 
ated not only in the Chinese Communist Party, but 
in the French Communist Party. 
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This, then, is the nature of the military enemy. Can 
he be defeated? Absolutely. 

Must he be defeated? Imperatively, yes, if we and 
the world are to be saved from endless slavery. 

Can he be defeated without World War III? Yes, 
because no rational-thinking individual wants, or 
would percipitate a global holocaust. 

How, then, can we win this new-type warfare? We 
can win it by total defense and total “attack” (short, 
however of actual war). 

I refer to total defense of our American institutions 
and total (non-violent) attack — psychological — eco- 
nomic—political—against Soviet Russia. After all, 
Communist society is infinitely more susceptible to 
disintegration from within than is our own. In con- 
trast to our happy, harmonious, prosperous, free so- 
ciety, Russia is a seething caldron of hatred, bitterness, 
fear, suspicion, squalor and misery. Russia’s captive 
empire despises its ruthless, Godless oppressors and 
is eager to cooperate in very possible way with the 
West. 

As for ourselves, the total attack upon our Nation 
can only be met by a total defense of that Nation. 
Every institution which the Communists seek to de- 
stroy, it is up to us to strengthen—religion, education, 
government, the armed forces, labor, industry, agri- 
culture. 

Our means throughout our defense and offense are 
four—superior fire-power, superior brain-power, supe- 
rior will-power, superior soul-power. 

By fire-power, I refer to America’s building up of 
invincible armed forces. By brain-power, I mean using 
God-given intelligence to thwart the Communists at 
every turn. By will-power, I mean an utter deter- 
mination to defeat—not simply contain—this enemy 
by every feasible peaceful means available to us, by 
tightening anti-Communist laws here at home, for ex- 
ample; by not only combatting Communist propa- 
ganda abroad, but taking the offensive in our own 
information program, By soul-power, I mean utilizing 
of our spiritual might. 

We must never become so pre-occupied with mate- 
rial means that we forget that our great strength is 
a spiritual strength, because our cause is a spiritual 
cause which we are waging against the principalities 
of evil. 


MOTHER'S ANSWERED PRAYER 

By Eldon J. Foster 

List for I hear Jesus calling; 

He’s calling for you and for me, 

And oh! How His heart is aching, 

That in destruction our soul will not be. 

If in doubt you are backwardly waiting, 

Pray turn to the promise of God. 

It’s there you'll find His truth proving, 

Dear Jesus’ abundant love. 

I know for I’ve heard the true story 

That if in Him we believe, 

He’s promised us life everlasting, 

And death we never shall see. 

"Twas from my Mother I first heard of Jesus, 

When I was too small to know, 

But I remember her revealing stories 

As in Christian experience I grow. 

Her stories were simple and easy, 

And their truths I now understand. 

Now my prayer is, ‘““‘Thank God for my Christian 

Mother, 
For with Jesus we walk hand in hand.’ 











THE TRAGEDY OF 
DR. WILLIAM WIRT 


By HERBERT G. MOORE 








HE NAME of Dr. William A. Wirt is not familiar 
ck: the average American today. He has been dead 

16 years, and most of us have short memories. 
But, in order to right a 20-year-long wrong, let it be 
said that this great Hoosier educator and patriot de- 
serves to have a monument erected in his honor—right 
in the heart of the Nation’s Capital, or, perhaps better 
still, right in the heart of every true American. 

For it was Dr. Wirt, 20 years ago, who first exposed 
the revolutionary conspiracy hatched under Roosevelt’s 
New Deal. He had all the evidence to show that 
actual treason was being planned, that Franklin D. 
Roosevelt was only the “Kerensky” of this revolution, 
that the plotters planned to keep him in office until 
such time as they could replace him with a “Stalin.” 

But the special Congressional committee, selected 
to hear and evaluate his charges, was stacked against 
him. He was prevented from reading a prepared state- 
ment. He was denied counsel. He was refused the 
right to face the people he accused, and to question 
the witnesses who disputed his story. He was not 
allowed to bring in his own witnesses to support his 
testimony. And he was finally confronted with care- 
fully rehearsed denials of the plotters themselves, 
whose integrity was never challenged and whose de- 
nials were accepted with unbecoming alacrity. 

For this great and courageous service to his country, 
Dr. William A. Wirt was cruelly maligned and pil- 
loried by a rubber-stamp Congress and by all the 
Communists, Socialists and pseudo-liberals who had 
gathered in the “brain trust” under Roosevelt’s New 
Deal banner. Because of all the ridicule and calumny 
heaped upon his head, Dr. Wirt lost his job as super- 
intendent of the Gary, Indiana, public schools. And 
four years later he died, a broken and disillusioned 
man. We might say that he was “murdered” by the 
smear-artists who were even then ushering in the “20 
years of treason.” 

This belated tribute to this martyr of the American 
cause will not lift any of the clouds which hung over 
him during those last four bitter years. Dr. Wirt has 
passed beyond our power to help or harm him now. 
But it’s time that the record was set straight, and, 
besides, a review of the case may help some of us to 
evaluate similar controversies which are raging today. 
For the charges, which were so glibly laughed off by 
the New Dealers in 1934, are now all too serious. 
Many of the investigations and exposures of recent 
years may well be credited to the man of Gary, who 
first revealed the startling facts of the secretly-planned 
“revolution” in the U.S.A. Had he not first pointed 
an accusing finger at the plotters in Washington, 
Harry Dexter White, Alger Hiss, Lee Pressman, Na- 
than Witt, John Abt, William Remington, Nathan 
Gregory Silvermaster, William Ludwig Ullman and 
Charles Kramer, among others, might well have had 
the time they needed to complete their nefarious work 
of destroying our way of life. 

Thank God for William A. Wirt, whose story—or, 
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Dr. William A. Wirt 


better termed, tragedy—we present here in brief out- 
line. Since the testimony offered at the hearings alone 
takes up 93 pages, it is obvious that a book could 
be written on the subject, and this at best can only 
be a biographical sketch in capsule form. 

Born of poor, but thrifty, Indiana farm parents in 
1874, he worked his way through De Pauw University, 
and later received a doctor’s degree from the Univer- 
sity of Chicago. After extensive study in Europe, he 
was installed in 1907 as the first head of the Gary, 
Indiana, schools. There he inaugurated what became 
known as the Wirt or Gary system, whereby the stu- 
dent’s day was divided into one-third work, one-third 
study, and one-third play. Despite what some might 
have you think, this was not a forerunner of today’s 
“progressive” education; it was a sound, American 
system which had nothing remotely in common with 
the Dewey-Counts-National Education Association 
school of thinking—and it was widely adopted by 
school boards throughout the Nation, 

So great did his fame become that he was called 


to Washington by the “brain-trusters,” the bright 
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Lawrence Todd, of Tass. 
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young boys, many of them with Harvard accents, who 
had been imported to the Capital to work behind the 
Roosevelt throne. Why they summoned him, we do 
not profess to know. But the schools were important 
if the plot was to succeed, and perhaps they thought 
they could convert him to their way of thinking; his 
name would certainly have been an asset. In any case, 
the Indiana educator heeded the call. Then, like the 
good American he was, he reported the plot that had 
been unfolded before his eyes. 

At one of his first meetings with these “brain-trust- 
ers,” Dr. Wirt later told Walter S. Steele, editor of 


the NaTIONAL Repustic, everyone sat in a circle, cross- 
legged on the floor, like so many Oriental mystics. 
Some of the statements made and some of the plans 


for revolution proposed were so amazing that the 
Hoosier couldn’t believe his ears. And if he found 
difficulty in believing what he had heard, who would 
believe him? 

But the session, which really brought the whole 
matter to a head, occurred at a dinner party at Mc- 
Lean, Virginia, across the Potomac from Washington, 
where Miss Alice P. Barrows, then an educational 
“expert” in the Department of the Interior, was the 
While Miss Barrows, like all the rest named 
by Dr. Wirt, denied everything at the time, it is inter- 
esting to note that on June 23 of last year this same 
woman, now 76, refused to tell the Senate Internal 
Security subcommittee whether she is or ever has been 
a member of the Communist Party. She defiantly told 
the investigators that her “Puritan ancestors” had 
come to America because they believed that no one 
“had any right to ask anyone to testify against him- 
self.” Yet 20 years ago the New Dealers accepted 
the testimony of this woman without a quibble, while 
smearing a fine American like William A. Wirt. 

Among other “brain-trusters” present at this secret 
dinner party in nearby Virginia were David C. Coyle. 
a key official in the Public Works Administration, who 
had stated in a recent speech: “Everything which we 
were taught in school is actually wrong. Thrift is 
no longer a virtue, Saving for a rainy day makes it 
rain all the harder’; Robert Bruere, chairman of the 
textile code advisory committee in the N.R.A. and a 
defender of the I.W.W.; Hildegarde Kneeland, of 
Henry Wallace’s Department of Agriculture, whose 
advocacy of a reduction in wheat consumption re- 
vealed that her primary interest was to socialize Amer- 
ica rather than to increase the prosperity of farmers; 
Mary Taylor, an economist with the Agricultural Ad- 
justment Administration, who admitted that she 
favored “planned agriculture.” 


hostess 


NATIONAL REPUBLIC 


But the guest, who should have caused even the most 
fanatical New Dealer to raise an eyebrow, was Law- 
rence Todd, Washington representative of Tass, the 
Soviet news agency. In other words, Moscow had a 
man right on the scene to hear, applaud, and take 
down all that went on. 

And what did these people talk about at that dinner 
table? According to Dr. Wirt’s sworn testimony— 
and remember that he was a loyal American, of unim- 
peachable integrity—they discussed the overthrowal 
of our existing social order and the substitution of 
a society taken right out of the pages of Karl Marx. 
The program included the replacement of our free en- 
terprise system with a “planned economy,” the foment- 
ing of unrest among the ranks of labor and the 
unemployed, the creation of a Federal-supported school 
to indoctrinate future leaders in the “new order,” and 
the winning of the farmers through the medium of 
cash handouts. All New Deal legislation was planned 
with these objectives in mind, planned by the Com- 
munist-Socialist-liberal “brain-trusters” whom Frank- 
lin D. Roosevelt seated in Washington. As for 
Roosevelt himself, here is what Dr. Wirt quoted the 
plotters as saying: 

“We believe that we have Mr. Roosevelt in the 
middle of a swift stream, and that the current is so 
strong that he cannot turn back or escape from it. 
We believe that we can keep Mr. Roosevelt there until 
we are ready to supplant him with a Stalin. We all 
think that Mr. Roosevelt is only the Kerensky of this 
revolution.” 

Dr. Wirt was astounded, and that is putting it 
mildly. How, he asked himself, did it happen that he 
had been set down in this nest of Benedict Arnolds, 
all plotting the destruction of their country? And 
who would believe him if he were to reveal the plot? 
The story was simply too, too incredible. 

This great American and distinguished educator 
spent many sleepless nights and many troubled days, 
we can be sure. His health broke. Finally, to ease 
the burden that was becoming too heavy for him to 
bear alone, he reported the remarkable details to a 
friend, James H. Rand, Jr., then president of Rem- 
ington, Rand, Inc. Later he mailed out statements 
to about 100 individuals, requesting that the material 
not be published, but asking for their reactions. 

This was 1934, and the New Deal had been in power 
for about a year and a half, “long enough,” as Alfred 
E. Prowitt, noted newspaper correspondent, expressed 

(See Tue Tracepy or Dr. WILLIAM Wirt, Page 29) 
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At the Left Is Alice P. Barrows as She Appeared at the 

Time of the Dinner Party. At the Right She Is Shown as 

She Appeared Last Year in the Guise of a Fifth Amendment 
American. 





RELEASE OF OXNAM TESTIMONY IS SHOCKING REFLECTION ON CHURCH LEADER 


THE ENEMY WITHIN OUR GATES 


(Continued from Page 10) 


vard, following which he did post-graduate work at 
Cambridge in England and Gottingen in Germany. 


Mixed Reactions on Oppenheimer Case 


The suspension of Dr. J. Robert Oppenheimer from 
his AEC post and the release of the charges against 
him have brought mixed comments. Among those who 
immediately rushed to his support were Dr. Albert 
Einstein, a fellow scholar at Princeton, and Dr. Linus 
Pauling, of the California Institute of Technology, 
both with pro-Red backgrounds. (Read IJntellectual 
Myopia which appeared in the March, 1954, issue of 
the NATIONAL REPUBLIC). 

The “liberal” Washington Post, which recently ac- 
quired the Times-Herald, also is backing Dr. Oppen- 
heimer editorially as is the New York Times, as might 
be expected. On the other hand, the New York Mirror, 
while refraining from prejudging the case, warns that 
“the stakes are too high. The lives of ourselves and 
our children are involved.” 


Committee Issues Oxnam Report 


While Bishop G. Bromley Oxnam, the controversial 
Methodist clergyman who now presides over the 
Washington, D, C. area, continues to go about the 
country, blasting Congressional investigators and 
echoing Communist-embraced causes, the House Com- 
mittee on Un-American Activities has finally released 
its lengthy, shocking record of the Oxnam hearing, 
which was held July 21, 1953. 

This voluminous document, containing all of the 
bishop’s testimony together with Congressional Com- 
mittee evidence, also carries 42 exhibits scattered over 
some 270 pages. It is a shocking reflection on a leader 
of a great church body. And many of today’s loyal, 
devout Methodists wonder what Francis Asbury, the 
great Methodist missionary bishop of colonial Amer- 
ica, Whose statue stands in Washington, D. C., would 
think if he could read this report. 

According to the newspaper headlines of last sum- 
mer, Bishop Oxnam was given a “clean bill of health” 
as far as Communist Party membership was con- 
cerned, And in a sense that is true. But the truth 
is that he had never been accused of being a card-car- 
rving Communist Party member, so it is stretching 
things a bit far to “clear” a man of a charge that has 
never been made. The only charge brought against 
the Methodist prelate was that he has been affiliated 
with numerous Communist fronts, that he had allowed 
his name to be used to promote Communist and left- 
ist causes, and that he had through the years con- 
sorted with known Reds. And these charges appear 
to have been fully substantiated. 

To put the record straight, the Congressional docu- 
ment shows that Bishop Oxnam admitted belonging 
to nine Communist fronts—although he insisted that 
he had withdrawn from most of them as soon as he 
had discovered their real purposes. 


He denied belong- 
ing to a 


few others, although the committee pro- 
duced evidence showing the use of his name by these 
Communist movements, either with or without his 
knowledge. As for other affiliations, Oxnam just 
didn’t “remember” whether or not he had been con- 
nected with them, 

Some people were unquestionably duped by the Com- 
munists throughout the years, but one hardly expects 
such a “great churchman” as Bishop Oxnam pretends 
to be, to be so deceived. Members of the largest Prot- 
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The House Committee on Un-American Activities Releases 

the Startling Report Covering the Testimony of Bishop 
G. Bromley Oxnam (Pictured Above). 


estant denomination in America have a right to look 
for astuteness in their foremost leaders; they should 
be able to rely on men such as Bishop Oxnam for 
guidance in these troublesome times. It is sad to re- 
port, therefore, that Bishop Oxnam according to the 
record is entirely lacking in this respect; he has clear- 
ly demonstrated that he can’t recognize a Communist 
when he sees one, he can’t identify a subversive or- 
ganization even when it is spelled out for him, The 
kindest thing that can be said of him is that he is 
one of the most naive men ever to have held such a 
responsible church position, 

All people make mistakes, and we can have respect 
for them if they mend their ways after their folly has 
been called to their attention. But Bishop Oxnam, 
while he may now have disassociated himself from the 
Communist fronts, is still echoing the same old pro- 
Communist line. He denies that Communism has ever 
“reached the clergy’”—despite the records in NATION- 
AL REPUBLIC’S files, FBI files and Congressional 
Committee files and despite the documentary evidence 
of over 11,000 “tainted” clergymen in Dr. J. B. Matt- 


Beas oJ hA/, 
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Leonard Patterson, One-Time Head of the Young Com- 

munist League of Baltimore, Tells House Probers That He 

Was Present at the Party’s Headquarters When the Rev. 

John Hutchinson and the Rev. Joseph S. Nowak Conferred 
With Earl C, Reno. 
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hews’ hands. Oxnam freely blasts all who try to ex- 
pose the forces of subversion, including, of course, 
Congressman Harold H. Velde and Senator Joseph 
R. McCarthy, attacks which merely parrot the Com- 
munist Daily Worker. And he urges that such probes 
be turned over to a joint Congressional committee, 
not realizing that such a committee would be too 
cumbersome to be effective—or that they be handled 
by the FBI, not realizing that that agency cannot by 
law expose such activities to public light or prosecute. 

In fact, Bishop Oxnam will engage in his soap-box 
oratory wherever and whenever he is given an audi- 
ence. In recent months he has even spoken in two 
Unitarian churches in the Washington area—the 
church that tolerates a Rev. Stephen Fritchman in its 
pulpit. 


12 Exhibits Cited Against Oxnam 
As mentioned above, the House Un-American Activi 
Committee’s document on Oxnam contains 42 


exhibits, which helps paint the picture of Bishop Ox 
nam’s left-wing affiliations and utterances. 


ties 


There is a partial bibliography—partial only—ot 
the books, pamphlets and addresses by Bishop Oxnam, 
all referring to Communism, There are the petitions 
and letters bearing Bishop Oxnam’s signature, pro- 
testing action against known Reds. And there are, of 
course, the various groups, all of them 
showing the bishop’s association, some of which he 
admits, some of which he denies, some of which he 
doesn’t recall—the National Council of American-So- 
viet Friendship, the Progressive Citizens of America, 
the American League Against War and Fascism, the 
American Friends of the Chinese People, the American 
League for Peace and Democracy, the Protestant Di- 
gest, Soviet Russia Today, the National Federation 
for Constitutional Liberties, the North American 
Committee To Aid Spanish Democracy, the American 
Committee for Spanish Freedom, the National Com- 
mittee to Abolish the Poll Tax, the Committee on 
Militarism in Education, the American Civil Liber- 
ties Union, and the Methodist Federation for Social 
Action, most of them listed as subversive by the De- 
partment of Justice. 


subversive 


Bishop Oxnam recommended and sent out to min- 
isters Jerome Davis’ book, Behind Soviet Power. He 
wrote the introduction for the American-Russian In- 
stitute booklet, An American Churchman in the Soviet 
Union. He penned a defense of the Methodist I’ed- 
eration for Social Action, following its exposure by 
the Reader’s Digest. He protested the firing of the 
“Hollywood 10,” and he defended Harry Bridges. Ox- 
nam also charged Walter Steele supplied evidence to 
the Committee. 

All in all, the evidence is overpowering. No one, 
to our knowledge, has ever accused Bishop G. Bromley 
Oxnam of being a Communist Party member. And no 
one is accusing him today. But will anyone deny that 
he is one of the top-ranking American “dupes”? 

Clergyman Identified as Red 

Three former Communists have contradicted the 
sworn testimony of the Rev. John A, Hutchinson, now 
teaching religion at Williams College, Williamstown, 
Mass., that he never knowingly cooperated with Reds. 

The witnesses were the Rev. Joseph S. Nowak, a 
Presbyterian minister from Detroit and a former Com- 
munist Party member; Earl C. Reno, former Red or- 
ganizer, now an immigration official in Boston; 
and Leonard Patterson, a Baptist deacon and shipyard 
worker in Brooklyn. All three testified that the Con- 
gregational clergyman met with party leaders in Balti- 
more in the mid-1930’s and participated in Communist 


RELIGIOUS EDUCATOR AS ONE-TIME FELLOW RED 
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The Rev. John Hutchinson, Professor of Religion at Wil- 

liams College in Massachusetts, Appears Before the House 

Committee on Un-American Activities for Questioning Con- 

cerning Communist Front Doings in the Baltimore Area 
During the 1930's. 


activities. Possible perjury action against Rev. Hutch- 
inson is contemplated. 

In the meantime a committee of the Detroit Pres- 
bytery has recommended clemency and forgiveness for 
the Rev. Nowak, who has now dropped out of and 
turned against the Communist Party. 


Protest Entry of Pro-Red Churchmen 


The second assembly of the World Council of 
Churches, of which the National Council of Churches 
(formerly Federal Council of Churches) is the Ameri- 
can affiliate, is to be held in Evanston, IIll., from Au- 
gust 15 to August 31, and a number of delegates from 
atheistic Iron Curtain countries are planning to at- 
tend. Already the Cook County (Chicago) Council of 
the American Legion and the American Council of 
Christian Churches have filed vigorous protests against 
the entry of pro-Red churchmen. 


Four such church leaders have been particularly 
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Earl C. Reno, Former Communist Party Organizer, Testifies 

Before the House Un-American Activities Committee on 

Alleged Red Infiltration Among the Nation’s Clergy. He 

Flatly Contradicted the Testimony of the Rev. John Hutch- 

inson (See Picture at Top of Page) Who Denied Ever 
Knowingly Supporting the Communist Cause. 





McCARTHY-COHN VERSUS STEVENS-ADAMS HOLDS CURRENT SPOTLIGHT 


mentioned—Dr. Josef L. Hromadka, of Czechoslova- 
kia; Bishop Albert Bereczky, of Hungary; Bishop 
Theodore Arvidson, of Sweden; and Dr. W. A. Visser 
’t Hooft, the general secretary of the organization. 
(For the documented facts on this forthcoming meet- 
ing, read Red Trek to Evanston by Edgar C. Bundy, 
which will appear in next month’s NaTIonaL Repus.ic). 


Commies Drop Religious Holidays 


Christmas does not appear on the 1954 calendar in 
Communist Bulgaria. It has been replaced by the 
anniversary of the publication of Lenin’s article on 
Trade Unionism in 1923, Easter Sunday, which Amer- 
icans observed on April 18 this year, also disappeared ; 
instead, it became a triple anniversary for the Bul- 
garians—the commemoration of Lenin’s April Thesis, 
the birthday of Khrushev, and the first miners’ strike 
in 1906. And St. George’s Day, long a traditional 
religious holiday in Bulgaria, has become the anniver- 
sary of Stalin’s election as chairman of the Commu- 
nist Party. 

In fact, the Communists are now busily engaged in 
re-writing the Gospels in an effort to deceive the 
poorly educated people in the satellite countries into 
thinking that Christianity and Communism are en- 
tirely compatible. Instead of openly attacking the 
Christian faith, Malenkov has resorted to the device 
of giving Catholics and other Christians “revised” 
Scriptures which portray Christ as a friend of Com- 
munism, while Christians are being fined in Iron Cur- 
tain countries for boycotting public schools where 
their youth are taught atheism. 

In the meantime all of the great church festivals 
are being eliminated from the Red calendar! 


Jenkins Replaces Sears in Probe 


Ray H. Jenkins, a trial lawyer from Knoxville, 
Tenn., is serving as “impartial counsel” for the inves- 
tigation of the dispute between Senator Joseph R. 
McCarthy and Roy M. Cohn, on the one hand, and 
Secretary of the Army Robert T. Stevens and Army 
counsel John G, Adams, on the other. The Army has 
meantime employed a special “partial” counsel to rep- 
resent its side at the hearing, which opened April 22. 

Mr. Jenkins replaces Samuel P. Sears, Boston at- 
torney, who resigned after his impartiality was ques- 
tioned. Mr. Sears admitted that he had expressed 
admiration for the Wisconsin Senator in his fight on 
Communism, but insisted that he was capable of act- 
ing in an unbiased manner. It is reported, too, that 
newspapers and radio commentators misrepresented 
him to the public, After all, it is almost impossible 
to find anyone who has not formed some kind of opin- 
ion on Senator McCarthy. However, the Harvard- 
trained lawyer was forced out in the face of the com- 
bined opposition of the Americans for Democratic Ac- 
tion and all the other forces of the left. 

Senator Karl E. Mundt (R.-S. D.) is serving as act- 
ing chairman of the committee for the hearing, Sena- 
tor McCarthy having voluntarily stepped down because 
of his peculiar position in the controversy. The central 
figures in the case, however, are Cohn and Adams, 
each accusing the other of having exerted pressure, 
and possible perjury prosecutions are predicted if both 
repeat their charges under oath. Private G. David 
Schine, former staff member of the Senate Permanent 
Investigations subcommittee and chief contention, will 
play a prominent role during the proceedings which 
are being broadcast and televised. 

Cohn, a former Assistant U. 8. Attorney, has prose- 
cuted over 100 cases, and took an active part in the 





Harris & Ewing 
Senator Karl E. Mundt (R.-S.D.) Is Acting Chairman of 
the Senate Permanent Investigating Subcommittee, Airing 
the Dispute Between McCarthy-Cohn and Stevens-Adams. 


legal proceedings against Reds and alleged Reds in and 
out of government, William Remington, the Rosen- 
bergs, Frederick V. Field, Earl Browder, Owen Latti- 
more and American employees at the United Nations. 
Leftists ‘Gang Up’ on McCarthy 

The delay in getting the McCarthy-Army hearing 
under way has slowed the activities of the Senate Per- 
manent Investigations subcommittee, since all probes 
have been suspended pending its completion. That 
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Ray H. Jenkins, Knoxville, Tenn., Trial Attorney, Is Serv- 

ing as Impartial Counsel for the Senate Permanent Inves- 
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Dispute. The Proceedings Are Being Broadcast and 
Televised. 





26- ——————TWO SMALL-TOWN NEWSPAPERMEN JOIN ANTI-McCARTHY CAMPAIGN 


has given the Communists a greatly desired breathing 
spell, but there has been no slackening of McCarthy 
headlines in the Nation’s press. In fact, the forces of 
the left have used this waiting period to step up their 
“smear” campaigns against the fighting Wisconsin 
senator. 

The spotlight was grabbed by Edward R. Murrow 
in his television “debate” with the Senator, The com- 
mentator’s defense against the blistering and docu- 
mented McCarthy charges was weak, and there have 
been rumors that Mr. Murrow’s sponsor, the Aluminum 
Company of America, is not too happy about Mur- 
row’s advent into the field of controversies of such 
magnitude! It is significant that Mr. Murrow has 
never attacked a Communist in the way that he has 
attacked the anti-Communist from Wisconsin. 

A roll-call of those individuals and organizations 
that, wittingly or unwittingly, have played the Com- 
munist game by blasting Senator McCarthy recently 
shows: the Very Rev. James A. Pike, of New York; 
the Very Rev. Francis B. Sayre, of Washington; for- 
mer Secretary of State Dean Acheson; Senator A. 8S. 
Monroney (D.-Okla.); Senator J. William Fulbright 
(D.-Ark.) ; columnist Drew Pearson; Senator Herbert 
H. Lehman (D.-Lib.-N. Y.); Bishop Bernard J. Sheil, 
of Chicago, who also had a hand in silencing Father 
Coughlin: Mrs. Eleanor Roosevelt; former President 
Harry S. Truman; Senator Hubert Humphrey (D.-.- 
Minn.; Senator Edwin C. (D.-Colo.) ; Gus 
Tyler, with a lengthy left-wing record in NATIONAL 
Repuswic’s subversive files, writing in the left-wing 
Vew Republic magazine; the American Civil Lib 
erties Union; the Americans for Democratic Action; 
the Daily Worker and People’s Daily World; the New 
York Times; the Washington Post—and Josip Broz 
Tito, Communist dictator of Yugoslavia, and the Mos 
cow olticial publications. 


Johnson 


To understand how well the above are supporting 
the Communist cause, it is interesting to recall that 
last January in New York City the Reds “convicted” 
Senator McCarthy in a mock trial attended by more 
than 6,000 Moscow stooges. No more need be said 
after listing the principal participants—Howard Fast, 
Mrs. Paul Robeson, Albert Kahn and Frank Coe. 

It might also be enlightening for those who now 
attack Senator McCarthy to read the February, 1954, 
issue of the anti-American, anti-church, pro-Commu- 
nist magazine, Simplified Economics. Among other 
radical articles, it contains one by George H. Shoaf, 
who displays his true colors when he writes “... | 
join in with those who today are demanding total 
abolition of capitalism and the inauguration of the 
Communist Commonwealth of Man.” 


U. S. Indicts Left-Wing Editor 


Acting on a complaint of the U. 8S. Post Oltice De- 
partment, a Federal grand jury has indicted Herman 
M. Greenspun, publisher of the Las Vegas, Nevada, 
Sun, on a charge that he authorized material tending 
to “incite the murder or assassination” of Senator 
Joseph R. McCarthy. The article in question, pub- 
lished over Greenspun’s signature, predicted an un- 
timely and violent end for the Senator. 

Greenspun, who has been cited in these columns 
before, is one of the original Bugsy Siegal mob—Siegal 
was murdered several years ago in the Beverly Hills, 
Calif., home of Virginia Hill—an ex-convict and a big 
time gambler. His “smear” article shows to what 
lengths the anti-McCarthy forces will go to attack and 
discredit the Wisconsin Senator. 

In the article Greenspun wrote: “Senator Joe Mc 
Carthy has to come to a violent end... but I would 
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Courtney E. Owens Has Been Appointed Chief Investigator 

of the House Un-American Activities Committee, Succeed- 
ing Louis J. Russell 


hate to see some simpleton get the chair for such a 
public service as getting rid of McCarthy.” 


Editor Launches McCarthy Recall Move 


Leroy Gore, editor of a small weekly newspaper, 
the Sauk-Prairie Star, at Sauk City, Wis., has under- 
taken a publicity-seeking campaign in the form of 
petitions to unseat Senator Joseph R. McCarthy. His 
goal is a minimum of 403,000 signatures. He claims 
the support of all but half a dozen Wisconsin news- 
papers, but that estimate has been questioned by Ful- 
ton Lewis, Jr., in a radio interview, and Gore has been 
forced to hedge considerably. 

Even if the required signatures can be obtained in 
the “Joe Must Go” drive, it is a question whether 
the recall would be binding on the Senate, which under 
the Constitution, reserves the right to expel its own 
members. In any case, the Wisconsin Senator does 
not appear to be much worried about the Gore drive, 
although Secretary of State Fred R. Zimmerman, of 
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Spruille Braden, Former Assistant Secretary of State, 

Tells the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee That Alger 

Hiss Was Instrumental in Submitting a Report on Panama 

to the United Nations Which Played Into the Hands of the 
Communists. 





AMERICAN PATRIOTS LAUD WISCONSIN SENATOR'S CRUSADE AGAINST REDS 


Wisconsin, has announced his avail- 
ability in the event the move is 
successful. 


Benton Continues 
Anti-McCarthy Drive 


Among the attackers of Senator 
McCarthy must be included former 
Senator William Benton, Democrat 
of Connecticut, who was repudiated 
by the voters of his State when he 
sought re-election. In _ full-page 
advertisements, inserted in newspa- 
pers across the Nation, Benton 
asked for signatures of “believers” 
—people who believe his charges 
against Senator McCarthy. Un- 
doubtedly many signatures will be 
gathered, but it would be well to 
check the backgrounds of those sign- 
ing. 


Patriots Rally to McCarthy’s Side 


After reading the partial roll-call 
of the left, all of whom are attack- 
ing Senator McCarthy, read _ the 
remarks below of a few of the Sen- 
ator’s backers. 


Clarence E, Manion, former dean 
of the Notre Dame Law School: 
McCarthy is “a Godsend to the coun- 
try.” 

Baille Vinson, Republican Na- 
tional Committeeman from Tulsa, 
Okla.: McCarthy is an “outstanding 


battler and outstanding crusader.” 

Robert L. Pierce and Jack Rausch, 
G.O.P. State chairman and execu- 
tive secretary, respectively, in Wis- 
consin: the McCarthy controversy 
originates outside the State and has 
little effect on the people of Wis- 
consin. 

State Representative Clifford E. 
McGlauflin, of Maine: “He (McCar- 
thy) has been hard on Communists 
and he should be hard.” 

Msgr. Joseph A. McCaffrey, of 
New York: McCarthy “has fought 
untruth with truth, disloyalty with 
loyalty, treason with patriotism, 
and Godlessness with Godliness.” 

Walter Winchell, columnist and 
commentator: “There is no wrong 
way to fight Communism.” 

Among those who have backed 
Senator McCarthy on Capitol Hill 
in recent weeks have been Congress- 
man James B. Utt (R.-Calif.), Con- 
gressman Donald L. Jackson (R.- 
Calif.), Congressman William K. 
Van Pelt (R.-Wis.), Congressman 
Lawrence H. Smith (R.-Wis.), and 
Congressman Clare E. Hoffman 
(R.-Mich.). 

Secretary of Defense Charles E. 
Wilson also recently justified the 
work of Congressional investigating 
committees, and Leonard W. Hall, 
Republican National Chairman, has 
denied that the McCarthy issue has 
in any way split the Republican 
Party. But the Communists, “wob- 











COMMUNIST MENACE ABROAD 


BY PAUL R. BISH 


While the Christian nations outside the Iron Cur- 
tain of atheistic Communism were celebrating Easter, 
marking the triumph of Christ over His persecutors, 
the spirit of the little band of Christians of varied 
faiths, composing the present-day population of Naz- 
areth (Israel), once the earthly homeland of Christ, ‘ 
was darkened by modern Judases. For it happened Mr. Bish 
during Holy Week that the Communists carried the local municipal election 
campaign, winning six seats while the remainder were hopelessly divided 
on religious lines between Catholics, Greek Orthodox and Moslems. The 
Reds polled 38 per cent of the votes cast. 

In Vienna, Communists are sticking the dagger deeper into the religious 
elements, particularly the devout Catholics, by forcing parents under pen- 
alty of fine and imprisonment to send their children to Communist-ruled 
public schools. To date these schools have been boycotted by at least 60 
per cent of the people in Austria, Hungary, Romania and Poland, because 
of the teaching of atheism within the institutions. 

At the same time laws have been enacted making private teaching illegal 
where more than 10 youths are grouped under one instructor. The parents 
have been using expelled teachers, lawyers and other professionals as 
tutors for their children. 

Communist documents seized by the government in Johore, according 
to information from Singapore, have disclosed a plot to stage a series 
of disturbances followed by incidents of sabotage and assaults in that far- 
off state on the Malaysn peninsula. 

The new Italian goverument is waging a merciless campaign against 
the Communists, but it is generally considered an up-hill battle since Italy 
is the Communists’ greatest stronghold outside the Iron Curtain. The 
most recent act of the government is an order forcing the return of 250 
civil servants formerly assigned to Communist-dominated labor unions. 
Their combined salaries amounted to the equivalent of $800,000 yearly, 
and it follows that the Communist unions were also enjoying other benefits 
through indirect government subsidies to the unions, which will now be 
cut off by the new order. 

The Communist organizations in Italy are also being evicted from gov- 
ernment-owned buildings, which will add to the cost of operation of the 
Red groups. 

Soviet spying was uncovered in Australia recently with the surrender 
to that government of a diplomat from the Russian embassy in Melbourne. 


‘ The diplomat’s wife, who was rescued at the last minute from her Soviet 


kidnapers in a Russia-bound plane, proved to be the secret code clerk 
of the embassy. She has also accepted asylum in Australia with her hus- 
band, and much secret information on Red espionage has been turned over 
to the government. The two countries have as a result broken off relations. 
The 40,000-word testimony of Igor Gouzenko, the Russian code clerk 
who sought the protection of Canadian authorities and helped to expose 
the spy ring in that country, has now been released by Canada to the 
Jenner Committee, which in turn, is awaiting permission of the Depart- 
ment of Justice before releasing the information to the American public. 
Reds are reliably reported to be holding more key posts in Brazil than 
anywhere else in South America, although we hear more about the situa- 
tion in Guatemala, where Communist technique is more advanced. 
Ceylon Communists have accused Rhoda Miller DeSilva, formerly of 
Bridgeport, Conn., American wife of a Ceylon Communist leader, Joe 
DeSilva, of being a secret American agent, and have called in her party 
membership card. She and her husband arrived in Ceylon in December 
from Poland. She recently landed by plane in New York, apparently on 
a deportation order of the Ceylonese and U. S. governments. She has 
described herself as a ‘“‘kidnapee of the American Government.” 
Japanese Communists are driving for a united front with others of the 
leftist wing in labor and intellectual fields. Socialists are being urged to 
join the Red drive against United States friendship and cooperation in 
that country. The Japanese lower house has voted curbs on Communist 
inroads in the public schools there. 

The State Department has ordered Russian, Polish and Romanian 
propaganda bulletins discontinued in the U. S. An illegal radio trans- 
mitter was found in the Hungarian embassy in Washington. 

The espionage trial of a Greek professor and two Swiss citizens has 
begun in Lausanne, Switzerland. 

Socialists have gained control in recent political contests in Belgium. 

Reds and Socialists have won control of Travancore-Cochin, India, in 
a united front political coup. 

Iran is holding two Communists as Russian spies, while nine Red agents, 
seized in Cairo, are described as the “top Reds in the Middle East.”’ 
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blies,” leftists and “liberals” 


continue their smear 
campaign against the Senator. As David Lawrence 
(United States News) says, these critics are guilty of 
disservice to the Nation, and “ ‘Liberalism’ is certainly 
drifting into strange ways in America.” 

New McCarthy Book Published 

The most controversial figure of present years, the 
Senator from Wisconsin, is now the subject of a new 
fact book, McCarthy and His Enemies, written by 
William I, Buckley, Jr., and L. Brent Bozell, and 
published by Henry Regnery Co. It is the result of 
long research, and contains criticism of, as well as 
praise for, Senator McCarthy. It presents the case 
for the Senator, unveils his enemies, and closes with 
these words: 

“As long as McCarthyism fixes its goal with its 
present precision, it is a movement around which men 
of good will and stern morality can close ranks.” 

William Buckley will be remembered as the author 
of the provocative best-seller, God and Man at Yale. 

The anti-McCarthyites also have a new “bible” in 
the form of a 100-page special issue of 7'he Progres- 
sive, the old LaFollette left-wing magazine. It accuses 
the Senator of “sowing seeds of disunity” and 
“strengthening the Communist cause.” The magazine 
was founded by the senior LaFollette, and for years 
was edited and published by his son, whom Senator 
McCarthy defeated in Wisconsin. 


Leftists Launch New Attack on FBI 


For a long time the Communists and their “liberal” 
pals have been directing a “smear” campaign against 
Senator Joseph R. McCarthy and other anti-Reds, and 
a lot of good Americans have been duped by the prop- 
aganda. Now the forces of the left have launched a 
new vicious attack against the Federal Bureau of In- 
vestigation and its director, J. Edgar Hoover, the 
purpose being to discredit the F.B.1. and to undermine 
American confidence in this efficient investigative 
agency. 

It will be recalled that Senator J. William Fulbright 
(D.-Ark.) recently charged that Senator McCarthy has 
had access to F.B.I. files, and that he would therefore 
no longer supply data to the agency. 

Highlighting the new campaign that followed Ful- 
bright’s kickoff, is an article, “How Good Is an F.B.I. 
Report?” by Alan Barth in the March, 1954, issue of 
Harper’s Magazine. Barth charges that such F.B.I. 
reports contain “information culled sometimes from 
knaves and nitwits, sometimes from persons whose 
own devotion to the United States ought to be sus- 
pect.” 

Another vicious attack appeared in the March, 1954, 
issue of Eternity, a so-called “liberal” religious pub- 
lication, ‘n which the editor, the Rev. Donald Grey 
Barnhouse, charged that “77 per cent of all agents 
of the F.B.1. are now Roman Catholics.” 

Unmasking the ‘Smear-Artists’ 

When attacks like these are leveled against a dis- 
tinguished American such as J. Edgar Hoover, and 
a respected agency such as the F.B.L., it is well to 
find out who is doing the attacking. 

Alan Barth was unmasked by Walter S. Steele in 
the Nationa Repus.ic’s Weekly Letter of April 9, 
1954, and by Lee Pennington in the American Legion’s 
The Firing Line of March 15, 1954. In the first place, 
jarth is a member of the national committee of the 
American Civil Liberties Union, as so many left-wing- 
ers are, the director of which has stated “Communism 


DRIVE TO DISCREDIT J. EDGAR HOOVER AND F.B.I. 





United Press Photo 

Sheldon O. Collen, Chicago Lawyer, Tells House Un-Amer- 

ican Activities Committee That He Belonged to the Young 

Communist League While at Carleton College, Northfield, 

Minn., in 1943. He Said His Group Spread Red Propa- 
ganda Among Other Midwestern Colleges. 


is the goal.” Barth attacked the House Committee 
on Un-American Activities as far back as 1946, and 
it is reported that he has frequently denounced loyalty 
programs, In the December 4, 1950, issue of the leftist 
Vew Republic, this same Barth charged that “When 
men fear that they may be under surveillance because 
of opinions or associations which a police agency con- 
siders subversive, they cease to be free men.” And 
Barth is a member of the editorial staff of the “liberal” 
Washington Post, which carried on a campaign of 
villification against 32 “pro-Nazi seditionists” whose 
cases were dropped because of lack of evidence, and 
his fulminations in Harper’s sound strangly like some 
editorials in the Washington Post. In short, it is not 
surprising that Barth would write such an unsubstan- 
tiated and undocumented tirade, but it is a bit amaz- 
ing that a magazine like Harper’s would print it, 
or is it? 

Rev. Donald Grey Barnhouse was answered in a 
letter of March 22, 1954, by J. Edgar Hoover himself. 
After calling the Barnhouse charges “false and un- 
founded,” Mr. Hoover goes on: 

“. . After you asserted that ‘77 per cent of all 
agents of the F.B.I. are now Roman Catholics’ you 
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Otis Archer Hood (Right), Chairman of the Communist 

Party of Massachusetts, 1s Led From His Home by Boston 

Detective Walter Armstrong After His Arrest Under the 

State’s Three-Year-Old Anti-Communist Law. “I Am a 

Communist and I Challenge the Constitutionality of This 
Law,” Hood Declared. 








ANTI-F.B.1. PLOT DISCOVERED IN NEW DEAL-FAIR DEAL DAYS 29 


next observed, ‘It has often been demonstrated in 
our contemporary history that a small cadre of highly 
trained men can be the force to take over whole cities 
and populations.’ The context in which you use this 
statement, regardless of your intent, casts a serious 
reflection upon the entire personnel of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation. Even though this statement 
is unfounded in fact, it is most unfair to the personnel 
of our service.” 

In an exchange of correspondence between Mr. 
Hoover and Eternity Magazine, it was inferred that 
Joseph Harsch, of the Christian Science Monitor, was 
the real source of the anti-F.B.I. and anti-Catholic 
statement. Mr. Harsch denied it, but NaTionaL 
Rerusiic readers will recall that Mr. Harsch, over 
his own name, wrote a short time ago that Senator 
McCarthy’s object was to weed out non-Catholics from 
Federal employment, which all sounds as if some 
churchmen are calling on the KKK to ride again, In 
any case, J. Edgar Hoover wrote Rey. Barnhouse: 

“|... The F.B.1. maintains no record of the religious 
beliefs of its employees nor does it make any inquiries 
of such matters. Such a practice would be contrary 
to the basic concepts of freedom of religion and de- 
cency. The F.B.I. judges a man solely upon his quali- 
fications, ability and good character. Since the F.B.I. 
itself manitains no records of the religious afliliations 
of its personnel, it is inconceivable that Dr. Barnhouse 
or anyone else would make such irresponsible state- 
ments, particularly after they have been so informed. 
Dr. Barnhouse has the right to any opinion he wishes 
to entertain, but Dr. Barnhouse does not have the 
right to misstate the facts with reference to the per- 
sonnel of the F.B.I.” 


Many gullible Americans have been “taken in” by 
the anti-McCarthy propaganda. Many probably will 
likewise be deceived by the anti-F.B.1. propaganda. 
It all stems from the same source—the Communists 
and those misguided individuals who use the Commu- 
nist weapons. The American people must realize tiat 


they are in a war—a cold war—with the Communist 
enemy, and that enemy will use any tactics. Remem- 
ber that before you succumb to anti-McCarthy or anti- 
F.B.1. propaganda. 


F.B.I. Attacks Are Not New 


As Walter 8S. Steele pointed out in the NaTIoNAL 
Repues.ic Lerrer for April 9, 1954, these anti-F.B.1. 
blasts are not new. The last organized plot to get 
the scalp of J. Edgar Hoover, and thereby to gain 
control of this all-important security arm of the Gov- 
ernment, occurred during the latter part of the New 
Deal. Congressman George A. Dondero (R.-Mich.) 
is given considerable credit for helping stall this for- 
mer drive by publicly exposing it on the floor of Con- 
gress, 

In fact, Harper’s Magazine, which is aiding and 
abetting the present “smear” campaign by acting as 
the vehicle for Barth’s attack on the F.B.1., was doing 
the same thing as long ago as October, 1949. That 
issue contained an article, Due Notice to the F.B.1., 
in which the author, Bernard De Voto, another leftist, 
stated “we find out that the F.B.1. has put at the 
disposal of this or that body a hash of gossip, rumor, 
slander, backbiting, malice, and drunken invention 
which, when it makes the headlines, shatters the repu- 
tations of innocent and harmless people. . .” 

And in 1950 former Assistant Attorney General Max 
Lowenthal authored a vicious anti-F.B.I. book, which 
Alan Barth reviewed and praised! This fitted into 
a secret plot to gain control of all security divisions 
of our government by the leftists. 

Others have recently joined the effort to unmask 
the plotters against the F.B.I. They include Senator 
Barry Goldwater (R.-Ariz.), Congressman Clare E. 
Hoffman (R.-Mich.), Congressman Fred Busbey 
(R.-Ill.), Congressman Clyde Doyle (D.-Calif.) and 
Attorney General Herbert Brownell, Jr. And for still 
another tribute to J. Edgar Hoover and the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, read the editorial in this 
issue of the NaTionaL REPUBLIC, 





TRAGEDY OF DR. WILLIAM WIRT 
‘ shall learn how 
(Continued from page 22) toa?” wae to te. 


it, “to learn the combinations of all gov- 


named to “investigate” the matter, We 
phony 


ome y 


Deal Congressman William W. Arnold, of 
Illinois. To make everything appear to 
be on the “up and up,” two Republicans 


this 


“investiga- 


ernment safes in Washington.” In line 
with the legislative program of the “brain- 
trusters,’ a new bill had been proposed 
for Federal control of the stock exchange. 
This had raised a storm of protest, and 
the House Interstate Commerce Commit- 
tee was holding hearings. And in speak- 
ing against the proposed measure, Mr. 
Rand, serving as chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Nation, read Dr. Wirt’s 
statement, charging “a New Deal plot to 
communize the United States.” 

The New Dealers, of course, tried to 
pass off the charges as the “imaginations 
of a crackpot.” But the hard core of the 
American people knew that Dr. Wirt was 
no crackpot, and that he could have no 
ulterior purposes in making these accusa- 
tions. The story, to be sure, was so fab- 
ulous as to be almost incredible, and yet 
this man’s character and record were such 
that the story could not be laughed off. 
So the New Dealers decided to “squirm 
out” of the predicament by staging a 
“mock” hearing; a special committee was 


Dr. Wirt welcomed this opportunity to 
substantiate his charges, especially as the 
hearings were to be carried over a Na- 
tion-wide radio broadcast, permitting him 
—or so he hoped—to get the facts to the 
people themselves. He selected as_ his 
counsel the late Senator James A. Reed, 
a militant anti-New Deal Democrat from 
Missouri—the same State that spawned 
“Red Herring” Truman. But the Gary 
superintendent still had things to learn 
about the machinations of New Dealers. 

Immediately upon their arrival in Wash- 
ington for the scheduled hearing, Senator 
Reed and Dr. Wirt contacted the NATION- 
AL RepusLic’s editor, Walter S. Steele. 
The latter visited them at their hotel, and 
minced no words. The cards, Mr. Steele 
made clear, were stacked against them. 
First of all, the make-up of the committee 
should be analyzed. Heading it was New 
Deal Congressman Alfred L. Bulwinkle, 
of North Carolina. The vice-chairman 
was the then New Deal Congressman John 
J. O’Connor, of New York. Serving as 
a member of the committee was New 


were also on the committee—Congressman 
Frederick R. Lehlbach, of New Jersey, 
and Congressman Harold McGugin, of 
Kansas. But Mr. Steele pointed out that 
Dr. Wirt would be outvoted three-to-two 
on every issue—and that was exactly what 
happened. 

Mr. Steele further explained that the 
New Dealers would not permit Dr. Wirt 
to be represented by his counsel, the for- 
mer Senator Reed, or to present any wit- 
nesses to support his testimony, that he 
would be interrupted whenever his testi- 
mony became too hot, and that finally 
he would be cut off before he could offer 
too much damaging evidence—damaging, 
that is, to the New Deal hierarchy. He 
advised Dr. Wirt to go on talking, as 
fast as he could and as long as he could, 
in the hope that he could get as much 
of his message as possible over the air 
waves before time ran out. Mr. Steele 
warned that Dr. Wirt could hope for 
nothing better than a complete whitewash- 
ing in the committee’s majority report, 
but that he might be able to arouse the 








eople and the press to future action 
That was the strategy adopted, but not 
€ 1 M Steele realized to what depths 

e Ne 8) é would finally stoop in 


discredit the distinguished 


American f Gary, Indiana 
The nearing oft course was a tarce 
le e efforts of the two Repub 
ttee members. Dr, Wirt was 
nterrupted with confusing and 
nt questions nd the New Deal 
refused to call to the stand other 
gwig 10 were directly involved in the 
LS¢ He Wallace, Secretary of Agri- 
ilture Rexford G. Tugwell, Assistant 
Secretary of Agriculture; Harry Hopkins 
Relief Administrator Jerome ‘Frank 
Couns« yw the Agricultural Adjustment 
Admit Frederick Howe, Consum 
ers’ Counsel of the A.A.A.; Harold Ickes 
Secretary of the Interior; Donald Rich 
perg { ounse lor the N.R.A Rose 
Schneiderman, member of the N.R.A 
Labor Advisory Board; and David Lilien- 
thal, Arthur Morgan and H. A. Morgan 
ree directors of the Tennessee Valley 
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Each of the six dinner guests, when 
called before the committee. denied all 
the charges, just as expected. Each, in 
1 monotonous sing-song, stated that Dr 
Wirt had monopolized all the conversa- 
tion, that none of them had an oppor- 
tunity to get a word in. That one man 
could do all the talking at a party lasting 





seven and one-half hours seems preposter- 






ous to us, but the three New Dealers 
iccepted it. (New Dealer Adolf A. Berle 
Ir., apparently wasn’t let in on the re- 
hearsed denials. For a few days later he 
let it be known that the whole thing was 
1 joke being played on the “credu- 
lous old duffer,” Dr. Wirt Mr. Berle 
ynveniently failed to explain the part 
ryed in the “prank” by the Soviet rep- 
resentative, Lawrence Todd.) 

And. of course, the committee voted 
three-to-two against Dr. Wirt, and closed 
the case. But that tells only part of the 
tory For the benefit of some readers 
who may still lean toward the New Deal- 
Fair Deal persuasion, we submit the fol- 


r 
w facts which should put the finishing 


touches on one of the most sordid chap- 
ters in American history 

It’s all too true that, when a man is 
down, some people delight in kicking him 
And Congressman Bulwinkle, the chairman 
yf this “rigged”? committee, got in a par- 
ticula vicious kick when he spread the 
story that Dr. Wirt had been jailed during 
World War I as a pro-German. It was 
of course. a lie, and Mr. Bulwinkle later 
retracted the charge on the floor of the 
House, saying as a man and a 
member of this House, after ascertaining 


that the report was untrue and unfounded 
ind in order that no injustice might be 
done to Dr. Wirt 
such statement made by me on the floo1 
House April 11. And I there 
fore my apology to Dr. Wirt.” 

It’s good to report that Mr. Bulwinkle’s 


it is my duty to correct 





of the 


tender 


on 













conscience finally caught up with him. But 


the character assassination had already 
been committed 
And Congressman O’Connor, after he 


himself had been purged by the New Deal, 
also issued a public apology, under the 
title, “Confession Is Good for the Soul.” 
Terming the New Deal tactics against Dr. 
Wirt “well staged,” he explained: 


“T use the word ‘well staged’ because 
it was known that at least six of them 
(the dinner guests) met and rehearsed 


their denials of what they had told Dr. 
Wirt.” 


That means that, if we accept Mr. 
O’Connor’s statement, perjury can be 
added to the other crimes of these New 


Deal plotters. Their denials sounded just 
a little too pat at the time, and then Mr. 
He explained 
need no further elabora- 


©’Connor made it all clear 
it in words that 

from us: 
What a 
get! 


tion 
did 
most 
said 


around Dr. Wirt 

Little did we know that 
the happenings which Dr. Wirt 
plotters had predicted, would come 
Most of them came true even 
before Dr. Wirt’s untimely and regrettable 
death. Or maybe in our hearts we knew 
the plot was not idle gossip and we lunged 


tossing 


of 
the 


to pass 


at the discloser to appease our consciences. 
“Many times privately have I 
gized for 
screws, and | 
publicly.” 


apolo- 
turning the thumb- 
take this occasion to do so 


my part in 


We are happy to record this “confes- 
But it did not the 
injustice done to a fine American or undo 
the disservice the Nation. 

Even Secretary Ickes got into the pic- 
ture by charging that Dr. Wirt had tried 
to obtain PWA funds for a estate 
promotion. This, too, was completely re- 
futed, but the Old Curmudgeon didn’t 
have the decency to apologize; he merely 
had the good sense to let the matter drop. 


sion” too. correct 


to 


real 


The two Republicans on the committee 


issued a stirring minority report, blasting 
the majority for failing to meet its re- 


sponsibility and upholding Dr. Wirt. And 
there were others who rallied to the 
Hoosier’s support, including former Sena- 
tor Thomas D. Schail (R.-Minn.), former 
Senator Arthur R. Robinson (R.-Ind.), 
and former Congressman Hamilton Fish, 
Jr. (R.-N. Y.). 

But the efforts of these fine Americans 


could not ease the pain that gnawed at 
the very vitals of this broken:man. For 
in the meantime, the smears continued. 
Even Franklin Roosevelt authored the 
quip that the country “going from 
Wirt to Wirt.” Eleanor Roosevelt, too, 
blasted him, and Rose Schneiderman, 
ferred to as the “Rose of Anarchy” by 
Dr. Wirt, filed suit for $400,000. Dr. Wirt 
lived only four years after this inquisition 
Will anyone say that four years of New 
Deal smearing had not shortened his life? 

On August 8, 1948, Dr. Wirt had been 
i0 Senator Homer E. Cape- 
took that pay 


was 


re- 


dead 
hart 


years. 


(R.-Ind ) occasion to 


NATIONAL REPUBLIC 


tribute to this Hoosier educator, in these 
words 

the time has come to vindicate 
a great Indiana educator who gave his 


life in an effort to warn the people of 
this Nation of the infiltration of Commu- 
nism into this Government. His effort 
was made futile and his life miserable by 
a faulty and unfair attempt to refute his 
evidence. I speak of the late Dr, William 
A. Wirt, of Gary, Indiana.” 

Yes, Dr. Wirt performed a great public 
service to America, and his monument 
shall be in every loyal American’s heart. 
He was the first to warn the people against 
the menace that was then raising its ugly 
head. But, we are sorry to report, the 
job has not been completed. We must 
get to the bottom of this plot, and dig 
out every rat. And this is no time to 
debate whether we should use mild cheese 
or sharp cheese in trapping them. It 
hooves us to use the methods that 
get results 

If Dr. Wirt were alive today, where 
would he stand? On the side of those 
who condemn Congressional investigations? 
On the side of Fifth Amendment Ameri- 
cans? On the side of those who plead 
that we must be nice to traitors? William 
Wirt answered these questions in these 
words: 


be- 
will 


We are the traitors to our Gov- 
ernment if we permit a few radicals, with 
supreme confidence in themselves, but con- 
tempt for the average citizen, to get away 
with it while we have been asleep.” 


PINK LADIES OF AAUW 
(Continued from Page 14 


teetering there, in fact; but there is dis- 
tressingly little evidence that the philoso- 
phy of William James and the efforts of 
such teachers Dr. Sabin-Smith have 
produced the necessary maturity and self- 
poise to keep the “edge” from becoming 
the abyss. 

The Journal for May, discloses 
the fact that the AAUW’s Legislative Pro- 
gram Committee and its International Re- 
lations Committee have presented to the 
Senate Judiciary subcommittee a_ state- 
ment opposing the Bricker Amendment, 
which was designed to protect this Nation 
from the dangers of treaty law. The 
AAUW opposes the amendment because 
it “would make more cumbersome the 
process of treaty-making It might 
be suggested here that if our ‘process of 
treaty-making” had been made “more cum- 
bersome” prior to what happened at San 
Francisco in 1945 under the guidance of 
Alger Hiss, about 30,000 young American 
men might now be at home with their 
families instead of rotting on Korean hill- 
sides. 

Under the title “Citizens and Scholars,” 
the Journal for October, 1953, presents 
what is perhaps the most revealing and 
astonishing article of its kind that has ap- 
peared in anything short of a Communist 
front publication. The author is Dr. Mabel 


as 


1953 
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Newcomer, professor of economics at Vas- 
and recipient of the AAUW’s 1953 
Achievement Award. She also enjoys a 
mutual distinction with the late Harry 
Dexter White—that of having represented 
the United States at the Bretton Woods 
Conference at the International 
Monetary Fund established. 

Dr. Newcomer very little time 
before taking up the old left-wing refrain 
freedom” and “witch 

That was to be expected; it ap- 
with throughout the 
Journals. But when one attempts to fol- 
low the specious reasoning and the illogical 
and devious arguments (often phrased in 
the form of questions) presented by this 
American educator, one is not only aston- 
ished, but alarmed. 

Dr. Newcomer admits the danger that 
American youth may receive Communist 
indoctrination through our educational sys- 
But she implies that this is not 
really a dangerous danger and quickly 
shrugs it off with a quotation from New 
Elmer Davis to the effect that 
everything is dangerous, so what? The 
problem, she one that had best 
be left to the universities themselves, as 
in the past. “Who,” she asks, “is in a 
better position to judge a scholar’s com- 
petence and loyalty than the university 
community itself?” 

But—ah, sweet -she does not 
even favor investigations by the univer- 
She expresses agreement with ex- 
President James B. Conant, of Harvard, 
in the belief that such investigations by 
the universities would do far greater harm 
than could possibly be done by any dis- 
guised Communist on the staff. In short, 
if a Communist gets on a faculty, let him 


Sar 


which 
was 
wastes 
about “academic 
hunts 


pears redundancy 


tem. 


Dealer 


says, is 


logic! 


sities. 
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The hatred of these “liberal” intellect- 
uals for Congressional investigating com- 
mittees is almost pathological. “One of 
the greatest threats ‘to the advancement 
of learning in the United States today,” 
declares Dr. Newcomer, “is the 
gations of colleges and universities by 
some of the Congressional committees.” 
Her heart bleeds for the individual who 
finds it necessary to hide behind the Fifth 
Amendment, because he cannot hide with 
complete success. The hider, she laments 
is still under “But if he fails 
to take refuge in the Fifth Amendment, 
he may be trapped into contradicting 
earlier testimony, or forced to inform on 
others.” What a sad and cruel situation! 
“Tt is,’ she “like the witch hunts 
of Salem.’ 
Like all the other anti-anti-Communists 

Newcomer fears that, “Our 
that we shall our freedom 
result of own, Russia’s ac 


investi- 


suspicion 


says, 


Dr 
danger is 


greatest 
lose 
as a 


our not 


tions.” 


She ends her article with the same 


silly question that has become a part of 
“Are we 
by our own frightened 


the left-winger’s litany 


freedom 


going to 
lose our 
efforts to protect it?” 
There is t 
the 


much more in 
} 


Journal of the 


these issues of 


American Association 


of University Women that should be 
scrutinized by every thoughtful and loyal 
American. The pattern, though at times 
obscured by pedantic phraseology, emerge 
unmistakably as one of ardent internation- 
alism, collectivisim, and slavish 
to the United Nations, with no concern 
either expressed or tacit, for the sover- 
eignty of our Nation, for our Constitution, 
or for our free enterprise system. 
The activities of the AAUW’s 
ladies and the contents of its 
would be of little interest or 
most of us but for one chilling fact—it 
is chiefly these same “liberal” intellectuals 
who today are molding America’s future 
using as clay the minds of America’s 
youth. From among today’s students will 
come tomorrow’s teachers, voters, leaders, 
politicians, administrators, and—God 
bid!—puppet dictators. 
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(Continued from Page 6) 


As to the lower chamber, it should con- 
sist of representatives of member states 
in numbers proportionate to population. 
This, the report admits, gives “enormous 
voting power to certain countries.” There- 
fore, in order to prevent the people from 
having much power, “it might well 
be necessary to put an upper limit on 
the number of representatives from any 
one country.” (In other words, the United 
States might not be outvoted in this world 
legislature by more than 100 to 1!) 

The first duty of the new U.N. would 
be to abolish armaments. There must be 
“complete, simultaneous, universal and en- 
forceable disarmament, carried out by 
rapid subject to the inspection, 
supervision and enforcement by the U.N 
police.” Production of atomic weapons 
would be prohibited. The U.N. police 
would enforce the provisions of the Char- 
ter and the decisions of the world court, 
and would be strategically placed to en- 
force disarmament and peace. No mem- 
ber state could refuse to permit U.N. po- 
lice to be stationed on its soil. 

The executive power of the new U.N. 
would be lodged in a Council, to be chosen 
by the Congress or its lower chamber 
alone. The Executive Council would ex- 
ecute the laws and directives of the Con- 
gress. Members would be elected for a 
fixed term, but could be dismissed. They 
would have no authority ove- legislation, 
no power to adjourn Congress, and no 


too 


stages, 


veto 

The new U.N. would create world citi- 
zenship. “Every individual would be a 
citizen of the U.N. as well as of his own 
country,” says the report, “and the Char- 
ter and the U.N. laws should bind each 
individual. This provision is designed to 
insure that international law can be en- 
forced by the organs of the U.N. against 
individuals, who would be precluded from 
sheltering behind national allegiance.’ 

In order to protect the individual against 
injury by the U.N., “a bill of rights must 
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safeguard all persons against violation of 
certain basic liberties by the U.N. There 
is necessarily a danger of abuse of power 
by the organs of the U.N., particularly 
the world police. A bill of rights 


be enforced by the world court. 


would 


Finally, Plan A allows minority groups 
the right to petition the U.N. for redress 
of grievances. This right is granted “with 
some diffidence, lest it might deter certain 
countries from joining the Federation.’ 
But the creators reassure themselves by 
remembering that the U.N. Congress will 
“have the right of debate only on such 
issues.” 

So the tenth annual session of the U.N 
Assembly in 1955 is to have before it a 
complete scheme for world government. 
If the representatives from such “ideal” 
nations as Screwballia, Nutland and Pipe- 
dreama could have their way, they might 
command a huge majority of “uplifters” 
and “do-gooders,” aided and abetted, of 
course, by the United World Federalists 
and other “global maniacs.” If they should 
succeed, it would mean that we Americans 
would lose our sovereignty, we would lose 
our power to resist aggression launched 
by a slave empire now embracing one- 
third of the world, we would be forced 
to allow our country to be occupied by 
a world army, we would be subject to the 
laws and taxes imposed upon us by a for- 
eign majority, our political, social and eco- 
nomic standards would be reduced to the 
lowest common denominator, and we 
would never have the right or the power 
to escape from the tenacles of this super 
octopus. In short, our freedom and our 
cherished way of life would be forever 
surrendered—and we mean forever. 

We are not indulging in idle speculation 
All this could happen next year when the 
U.N. Charter comes up for revision. The 
enemy is already hard at work. We have 
not a minute to lose if we would thwart 
this plot to destroy America by imposing 
on us a world government. 


PROSPECTUS ON REPORT CARDS 
(Continued from Page 16 


interested in teaching them a lot of facts 
we want them to think.” “But isn’t 
thinking the comparing of as many facts 
as are available? Can anyone think 
without first learning the facts?” TF did 
not say more then that, for fear of being 
denounced as criticizing the practices of 
the host school R 

In a junior high school directly south 
of Newark I was never able to 
the practice-teacher at all. Even when I 
did make a surprise appearance but 
previously announced my coming, there 
was never any teaching. Either the class, 
upon special request of the principal 
hearsed the newest 
themselves in 


observe 


not 


re- 
school play or they 
busied making decorations 
for the Friday evening dance, or they 
looked at a film on the United Nations 
“How do mark them?” I inquired 
‘We the lady answered 


you 


don’t.” young 
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“What’s the use? If I flunk any pupils, 
the principal claims I’m a bum teacher. 
Why expose myself to that? I pass ‘em 
all. There’s no use swimming against the 
stream.” 


In an attractively equipped high school, 


in a residential section not far from the 
George Washington Bridge, the pupils 
worked on a project. The class was 
divided in teams of four or five, each 
group doing research on an aspect of the 
Civil Wat For the first three weeks 
the teams sat around tables, in the library; 
but they talked about dances and games 
and walked in and out as they pleased 


There were not enough books for any 
sustained research. Encyclopedias were 
used as the principal sources of study 
when finally some sort of paper had to 


be produced. A few students who liked 
to study did all the work 

When, during the following weeks, the 
little scholars read what they called their 
papers, which often were nothing but the 
exact copies of a few paragraphs from 


some encyclopedia, no one took any notes 


There was animated conversation through- 
out the class room; but it had nothing 
to do with the War of the States. No 
tests were given. 


I’m personally acquainted with hundreds 
of teachers. I know in many instances 
which favor the welfare state, eco- 
nomic plannning, state control and state 
management of basic industries, and pro- 
labor legislation. I know plenty of those 
who criticize the anti-Communists more 
readily than the Soviet Union. I do not 
say that they are Communists; for I have 
no means of establishing who would and 
who would not work for the Party. 

Yet, I can definitely say that it is al- 
ways these numerous “liberals” of the 
tendencies who favor the aboli- 
tion of tests; it is mostly the collectivistic 
champions of “progressive” education who 
oppose cards which indicate defi- 
nite marks. They conscientiously work 
for the communal spirit, which—as 
understand it—is opposed to the training 
of the individual. They may not say it 
in so many but they want to re- 
make our society, substituting the “econ- 
omy for use” for the “economy for profit.” 
smart to admit it in 
public, but they hate the competitive sys- 
tem and are working for what they loosely 
regard as “social democracy.” 

These reformers have learned to dis- 
guise their real aims. They have learned 
to intimidate any and all critics of their 
new-fangled mediocrity, by attacking them 
in public, linking their names with “Fas- 
cists” and calling them “the censors.” They 
know that they can afford to be courage- 
ous because they have the backing of the 
NEA. They hugely enjoy the game of 
crying “witch-hunt” while they mercilessly 
hunt the defenders of the old competitive 
system. Make no mistake about it: the 
abolition of definite grades indicating actual 
achievement is part and parcel of the 
educational conspiracy to substitute state 


ones 


socialistic 


report 


they 


words. 


They may be too 


management for the free enterprise econ- 
omy which has made America strong and 
free. 





INTRIGUE IN THE CARIBBEAN 
(Continued from Page 18) 


of trial and error. And even with taking 
into account all possibilities which could 
hamper operation of the Red Network, 
there is always the element of surprise 

invariably the enemy of a clock- 
rhythm conspiracy such as the Soviets 
maintain 

The Soviets have already waged a good 
25-year cultural war in Latin America, and 
have gone a long way in a preparation of 
the conscience of the people. It is pos- 
sible that should World War III break 
out, every single Communist who spends 
his hours in treasonable activity will be- 
come a soldier for the USSR, by paving 
the way for things to come either 
in some military action or by fifth-column 
infiltration. All of the Latin American 
Communists have been indoctrinated in 
political and psychological warfare which 
is advance preparation for military action, 
should the latter become necessary. This 
political-psychological warfare is for the 
Communist leaders perhaps their most im- 
portant weapon, because it could save 
them a costly, dubious war. 

Out of ignorance, perhaps more than 
of deliberate ill-will, the United States 
has made serious blunders in its relations 
with Latin America. American ingenuity 
and enterprise may have quickened some 
groups’ economy, and whole towns and 
regions have benefited from an American 
investment. But many times these busi- 
nessmen failed to recognize their tremen- 
dous influence, and inadvertently sent other 
groups along the path of despair and mis- 


ery or even worse, held back the 
natural development of a country’s re- 
sources. This type of thinking and action 


sometimes borders on criminal conspiracy 
if not an actual one. 

It has been at times an idiotic pattern, 
but whenever U. S. citizens or authorities 
came into positions of authority among 
Latin Americans, discrimination invariably 
followed, particularly concerning jobs, 
housing, wage scales and social matters. 
These discriminations were prevalent in 
the Panama Canal Zone; in the oil con- 
cessions of Colombia and Venezuela; in 
the banana plantations in tropical lands 
and in Puerto Rico. This same practice 
of discrimination has been applied to the 
Mexican minorities in our own southwest. 

And American businessmen for many 
decades have made enemies with their 
practices and over-exploitation. Many of 
these practices are downright illegal and 
punishable in the United States . . . but 
in Latin America . . . many times with the 
connivance of local politicos, they can 
get away with them. Of course the trend 
is changing, and there were always ex- 
ceptions, but the damage has been done 
. and the Reds are reaping the harvest 
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of this damage. After the 1917 revolution 
in Russia, Soviet agents found a tremen- 
dous echo among idealistic leaders in Latin 
America. Many of these became pioneers 
of the Red movement. It is entirely pos- 
sible that this idealistic echo has paved 
the way for the Soviets to tell us what 
we can, or cannot do, in Latin America 
in years to come barring an actual 
atomic conflict. The “Caribbean Comin- 
form” is a powerful instrument in that 
direction. 





INTRINSIC FINALITY 
(Continued from Page 19) 


This also involves distributive and legal 
justice. 

A man is entitled to a living wage but 
there is no definite amount that can be 
set. It must be paid by a living standard 
according to the particular needs of the 
society. This must be aided by the state 
as a means to aid man to attain his per- 
fection as a member of the state. 

This illustration can be and should be 
applied to all fields of endeavor. The 
state is the servant of the people, but 
must not become his master by entering 
into business pursuits in competition with 
its citizens who are in business. As has 
been shown, the place of the government 
must be an aid “to establish justice,” as 
quoted from the Preamble to the United 
States Constitution as a reason for the 
establishment of the said government. It 
should be done so that man may use his 
“intrinsic” resources to their best advan- 
tage in attaining the “finality” which God 
has prescribed as for the “perfection of 
the Crown Princes of His Creation.” 

In conclusion, human reason is the light 
by which laws must be seen. Human 
personality, to the immortal souls of man, 
is paramount to all secular things, even 
to their highest embodiment—the state. 
Man’s end is beyond the state. The Chris- 
tian is more than a state and the state 
is not the omnipotent pedagogue but the 
Christian conscience demands its freedom 
and resists “Caesar” in things that are 
not “Caesar’s.” Because Christ taught 
that human reason fundamentally could 
arrive at truth and had not been com- 
pletely darkened by the Fall in the Garden 
of Eden, man does not have to adapt 
the Christian moral ideas in a bad com- 
promise to a “sinful world” in which the 
Spirit of Christ’s “Sermon on the Mount” 
couldn’t be realized. Human authority 
receives its dignity from its obedience to 
God’s law, and may demand obedience 
because it realizes and preserves the 
divinely instituted order. 

There is an eternal law ruling the uni- 
verse. It originates in God’s very essence 
and creates the order of the universe. 
The eternal law becomes for free rational 
beings the rule of their acts and is the 
source and standard for all human law. 
Human laws can bind in conscience be- 
cause they are derived from the Eternal 
laws of God. 








TURNING SEARCHLIGHT ON REDS 


By Walter S. Steele 


The U. S. Government in its hunt for a Communist 
fugitive from justice—Robert Thompson, former G.I. 
wearing a ton of medals awarded him in World War II 
after we had taken the Soviet Union in as an ally, 
and one of the original 11 top Communists who were 
convicted in New York, but who fled to the under- 
ground while out on bail pending appeal—uncovered 
more than expected when raiding a mountain cabin 
hidden deeply in the Sierras near Sonora, Calif. F.B.I. 
agents pulled in not only Thompson, who had com- 
pletely changed his appearance, but also Sidney Stein- 
berg alias Joshua Newberg, a naturalized Lithuanian 
from New York City and Assistant National Labor 
Secretary of the Communist Party, who had likewise 
changed his personal appearance; Carl Edwin Rassi 
(Ross), a native of Michigan, who has been frequently 
exposed by this writer as the head of the Communist 
Party of Minnesota; Sam I. Coleman, native of New 
York City and a graduate of Columbia University, 
formerly active in Buffalo; Mrs. Patricia Blau (Janet 
Conroy), formerly active in top Communist circles in 
Colorado, who beat the law while there over a legal 
technicality; and Shirley Keith Kremen, a native of 
Chicago and a graduate of Los Angeles City College, 
said to be one of the brains of the underground. 

All are accused, not only as accomplices in the con- 
spiracy, but as parties to the harboring of a fugitive. 
Thompson, as a result of the raid, is now serving time 
for his original crime. Also seized in the raid were 
77 documents, some of which Mrs. Blau was in the act 
of destroying. They include the procedures of how one 
underground Red can contact other underground 
agents of the movement without being detected by 
the Government, and a little black book, the dagger 
of intrigue in underground tactics. One paper de- 
scribes the “how’’ of the workings of top leaders in 
the underground. 

The raid, in other words, resulted in what the Gov- 
ernment feels may be the major link in uncovering 
the entire national underground Communist conspiracy. 
The camp itself was designated in the papers under 
the underground name of ‘‘Mollie.”’ There was plenty 
of food, as well as places for secret meetings and hide- 
outs. Its location was such as to isolate the occupants 
from the outside world, a place far off the beaten path. 

Meantime the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities also moved into California, with a subcommit- 
tee headed by Congressman Donald Jackson (R.-Calif.), 
and held hearings in San Diego. One witness, until 
recently a Communist functionary, Donald Pomeroy 
Taylor, who is known as a former contributor to the 
‘‘New Republic” and later to the “Daily Worker,” tes- 
tified against his former pals in San Diego, naming 
among others his cousin, Anna Louise Strong, active 
in Communist ranks and former editor of the ‘““Moscow 
News,”” now publisher of a pro-Communist bulletin in 
California; and Dr. Sterling C. Alexander, whom he 
described as leader of the Red ranks in San Diego 
and active in the Scripps Institute of Oceanography 
at La Jolla, near San Diego. Alexander refused to 
reply to questions propounded by the committee. 

Taylor charged that Alexander was organizer of the 
Scripps Institute Red cell, and had assigned him to 
lecture to the group. He also stated that Alexander 
had detailed him to the task of influencing Henry 
Weihl into delivering to the party $10,000 in Russian 
bonds. The committee established that Alexander had 
turned these bonds over to the People’s Daily World 
(West Coast Communist organ); the Red publication 
in turn handed over a temporary mortgage to Weihl, 
which was later discharged. 

Esco Richardson was also named by Taylor as 
County Educational Director for the Communist Party 


in San Diego. This writer (Steele) exposed Mary 
Bernadette Doyle as the top Communist official in San 
Diego some months ago. The party has been strong 
and active there, but highly secretive as to outward 
exposure. Also brought before the committee was Bert 
Coffey, presently a member of the California State 
Democratic Committee, who admitted having been a 
member of the Communist Party during World War II. 

Henry P. Huff, frequently exposed by this writer as 
chairman of the Communist Party in the northwestern 
States, has been reduced to the ranks because of dis- 
sension as a result of recent court trials. One result 
of the trials was the desertion from party ranks of 
one who stood trial, Mrs. Barbara Hartle, former dis- 
trict organizer of the party. She is now exposing the 
entire workings and personnel of the party, and Huff 
is possibly being disciplined because of her action and 
the consequences to other party members. Clayton 
Van Lydegraf, formerly a leader in Oregon, has been 
promoted to Huff’s post. 

Professor David Hawkins, of Boulder, Colo., fre- 
quently exposed by NATIONAL REPUBLIC, has finally 
admitted that he was a member of the Communist 
Party between 1938 and 1943. Hawkins first came 
into the limelight as administrative assistant to Dr. 
Robert Oppenheimer at the Los Alamos (New Mexico) 
atomic installation. He had been an instructor at 
the University of California, George Washington Uni- 
versity (D. C.), and later at the University of Colorado. 
He had been active in pressing the so-called “civil 
rights’ drives in our country. 

The Federal Government has filed petitions for the 
deportation of a number of foreign-born, naturalized 
Americans, active as Communists, including Mr. and 
Mrs. Stephen Devunich, of Pittsburgh and formerly of 
Buffalo, born in Yugoslavia; Allan Ross, born in Russia, 
formerly of Bayside, L. I., N. Y.; Abe Young, Cleve- 
land, Polish born, formerly of Baltimore;, Charles Au- 
gust Collins, of New York City, born in the British 
West Indies; Mrs. Ursula Paich, of Strabane, Pa., 


Lithuanian born, active in the Pennsylvania town as 
an organizer; and Knut E. Heikkinen, first exposed 
by this writer, editor of a Finnish language Commu- 


nist organ in Superior, Wis. The latter has been jailed 
for five years because of failure to leave the U. S. 
on a previous deportation order. 

Otis Archer Hood, also frequently exposed by this 
writer, has been placed under arrest and indicted under 
the State anti-Communist law in Massachusetts, where 
he has been party chairman, Bert Salwen, Communist 
Party leader in Mercer County, New Jersey, is the 
party candidate for the office of freeholder in current 
elections. 

Simon Gerson, legislative secretary of the Commu- 
nist Party in New York, recently appeared in Wash- 
ington, D. C., to testify against 11 Congressional bills 
which would outlaw the Communist Party. He acted 
for the national committee of the party. 

The State of Texas is the latest to outlaw the Com- 
munist Party. The new law penalizes a Red up to 
25 years imprisonment or $25,000 fine for activity in 
that State. 

“Ohio Fighters Against McCarthyism” raised $1,082 
for defense of the 11 Communist leaders now under 
indictment in that State. The meeting was under the 
auspices of the “Ohio Bill of Rights Conference.” 
Frieda Katz was the main speaker. 

Mike Sharpe, chairman of the Ann Arbor (Mich.) 
Labor Youth League (Young Communist movement), 
who tried to fight off a House Committee on Un-Ameri- 
can Activities subpena, will have to appear before the 
committee at Lansing on May 10, with the league’s 
local records. 














UNIVERSITY MICReF | LMS 
313 NO 1ST ST 

ANN ARBOR MICH 

AUG 64 254WSS~X 


Under his jacket 


Are you proud that he has everything 
he needs as he starts the adventure of 
each day at school? Be prouder still of 
something hidden under his trim jacket 
—the stout heart that sends him off 
unafraid and eager. 


This, too, you have given him because 
your love has made his small world 
secure. With it, he will build his own 
security as each challenge comes, in 
those days when he must stand alone 
without you. 


What finer gift can you give those you 
love than the gift of security? It is the 
great privilege in America, where we 
are free to provide it. 


And think, too—this is the way each of 
us helps build the security of our 
country, by simply taking care of our 
own. A secure America is the sum 
of its secure homes. 


The security of your country begins 
in your home. 


Saving for security is easy! Read every word—now! 


If you’ve tried to save and failed, And automatically invested in Series 
chances are it was because you didn’t “E” U.S. Savings Bonds which are 
have a plan. Well, here’s a savings sys turned over to you. 

tem that really works—the Payroll 
Savings Plan for investing in U.S 
Savings Bonds. This is all you do. Go 
to your company’s pay office, choose 
the amount you want to save—a couple U.S. Series “E” Bonds earn interest 
of dollars a payday, or as much as you at an average of 3% per year, com- 
wish. That money will be set aside for pounded semiannually, when held to 
you before you even draw your pay. maturity! And they can go on earning 


If you can save only $3.75 a week on 
the Plan, in 9 years and 8 months you 
will have $2,137.30. 


interest for as long as 19 years and 8 
months if you wish, giving you a re- 
turn of 80% on your original in- 
vestment! 

Eight million working men and 
women are building their security with 
the Payroll Savings Plan. For your 
sake, and your family’s, too, how about 
signing up today? If you are self-em- 
ployed, ask your banker about the 
Bond-A-Month Plan. 


The U. S. Government does not pay for this advertisement. It is donated by this publication in 
cooperation with the Advertising Council and the Magazine Publishers of America, 





